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PUBLIC  SAFETY  AND  RECREATIONAL 
FIREARMS  USE  PROTECTION  ACT 


MONDAY,  APRIL  25,  1994 

House  of  Representatives, 
Subcommittee  on  Crime  and  Criminal  Justice, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

Washington,  DC. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  notice,  at  10:40  a.m.,  in  room 
2237,  Raybum  House  Office  Building,  Hon.  Charles  E.  Schumer 
(chairman  of  the  subcommittee)  presiding. 

Present:  Representatives  Charles  E.  Schumer,  Don  Edwards,  and 
F.  James  Sensenbrenner,  Jr. 

Also  present:  David  Yassky,  counsel;  Tom  Diaz,  assistant  coun- 
sel; Aliza  W.  Rieger,  secretary;  and  Andrew  Cowin,  minority  coun- 
sel. 

OPENING  STATEMENT  OF  CHAIRMAN  SCHUMER 

Mr.  Schumer.  The  hearing  will  come  to  order. 

Before  we  begin,  the  Chair  has  received  a  request  to  cover  this 
hearing  in  whole,  or  in  part,  by  television  broadcast,  radio  broad- 
cast, still  photography,  or  by  other  similar  methods.  In  accordance 
with  committee  rule  5,  permission  will  be  granted  unless  there  is 
objection. 

Without  objection. 

Good  morning,  ladies  and  gentlemen.  Let  me  apologize  for  the 
brief  delay. 

We  are  here  today  to  consider  one  simple  question — do  weapons 
of  war,  weapons  solely  designed  to  kill  people  on  the  battlefield,  be- 
long on  America's  streets? 

Because  that  is  what  assault  weapons  are  for.  They  are  guns  de- 
signed for  war— for  killing  human  beings  quickly  and  efficiently. 

In  a  very  real  sense,  assault  weapons  are  just  like  handgrenades, 
mortars,  or  rockets.  They  are  designed  to  kill  people,  not  to  shoot 
deer,  not  to  do  target  practice,  and  not  to  simply  protect  oneself. 

No  society  in  its  right  mind  allows  just  anyone  to  walk  off  the 
street  and  buy  a  box  of  handgrenades,  a  mortar,  or  a  military  rock- 
et. Yet  we  do  just  that  with  assault  weapons. 

Make  no  mistake  about  it.  This  is  not  a  gun  designed  for  hunt- 
ing. This  is  not  a  gun  made  for  sport.  This  is  a  killing  machine. 

This  is  a  gun  designed  to  kill  as  many  human  beings  as  possible, 
as  fast  as  possible.  So  are  all  those  weapons  over  there. 

These  machines  are  kiUing  innocent  people  all  over  America.  As- 
sault weapons  are  18  times  more  likely  to  kill  a  cop  than  conven- 
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tional  firearms.  They  are  19  times  more  likely  to  be  traced  to 
crimes  than  conventional  guns. 

These  killing  machines  are  the  weapon  of  choice  of  drug  traffick- 
ers, violent  youth  gangs,  and  the  seriously  deranged  bent  on  re- 
venge through  mass  murders. 

They  have  no  place  in  our  society. 

Let  me  talk  about  what  this  hearing  is  not  about. 

First,  contrary  to  what  you  have  heard  from  those  in  the  gun 
lobby,  this  hearing  is  not  about  banning  all  semiautomatic  guns.  I 
know  the  gun  lobby  has  been  trying  to  scare  hunters  and  legiti- 
mate sportsmen  with  this  exaggeration.  It  is  simply  not  true. 

The  bill  before  us  is  crystal  clear.  It  applies  only  to  a  narrow, 
carefully  described  range  of  semiautomatic  guns.  These  guns  all 
have  at  least  two  tightly  defined  military-style  features. 

Second,  this  is  not  a  hearing  about  hunting  guns  or  recreational 
guns.  The  bill  does  not  apply  at  all  to  guns  with  bolt,  pump,  slide, 
or  lever  actions — actions  often  used  in  legitimate  hunting  and  rec- 
reational guns.  It  specifically  exempts  by  name  over  650  hunting 
and  recreational  guns. 

I  ask  the  members  to  look  at  the  list — 650  guns — go  to  all  legiti- 
mate sports  people  in  your  district  and  show  them  the  list.  Ninety- 
eight  percent  of  their  guns  will  be  on  that  list,  perhaps  higher. 

Third,  this  hearing  is  not  about  cosmetics.  It  is  not  about  guns 
that  simply  look  bad.  We  will  hear  testimony  that  the  military 
combat  features  on  these  guns  are  not  simply  cosmetics.  They  en- 
hance the  deadly  spray-fire  capability  of  these  machines  and  make 
these  weapons  less  useful  for  hunting  and  other  legitimate  sports. 

Even  so,  as  we  will  also  hear  in  testimony,  these  looks  do  make 
these  guns  attractive  to  drug  traffickers  and  violent  gangs.  Simply 
flashing  one  of  these  killing  machines  can  brutally  intimidate  hun- 
dreds of  innocent,  law-abiding  citizens. 

Finally,  this  hearing  is  not  about  self-defense  or  carrying  con- 
cealed weapons.  That  remains  a  question  of  law  for  each  of  the 
States  to  decide. 

Some  of  the  opposition  witnesses  opposed  to  this  bill  will  say, 
"Well,  I  was  prohibited  by  law  from  carrying  a  concealed  weapon 
in  my  State  and  therefore  I  was  defenseless." 

Nothing  in  this  bill  impairs  in  any  way  the  right  to  self-defense. 
Anyone  who  wants  to  buy  a  gun  for  self-defense  will  still  be  able 
to  choose  from  hundreds  of  makes  and  models  after  it  becomes  law. 
Nothing  remotely  touches  on  the  question  of  carrying  concealed 
weapons. 

That  remains  a  question  of  law  for  each  of  the  States  to  decide. 

This  committee  will  not  get  sidetracked  on  these  irrelevant  is- 
sues today. 

Finally  let  me  close  with  this:  Faced  with  the  deadly  facts  about 
these  killing  machines,  America  has  made  up  its  mind.  Poll  after 
poll  shows  that  the  majority  of  Americans  wants  these  killer  as- 
sault weapons  banned. 

Ordinary  people  can't  understand  why  Congress  hasn't  banned 
these  guns  long  ago,  when  they  first  began  killing  cops  and  inno- 
cent men,  women,  and  children. 

A  number  of  States  and  cities  have  already  banned  them,  but  we 
in  Congress  are  lagging  behind  and  these  State  laws  will  never  be 


effective  without  a  national  ban.  To  the  Senate's  credit,  a  ban  on 
assault  weapons  was  included  in  the  Senate  crime  bill.  The  ques- 
tion remains,  does  the  House  have  the  guts  to  do  the  same? 

We  must  keep  faith  with  the  American  people.  We  must  hear 
their  cry  for  help.  We  must  ban  these  killing  machines. 

[The  bill,  H.R.  3527,  follows:] 
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To  make  unlawful  the  transfer  or  possession  of  assault  weapons. 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

NO\-EMBER  17,  1993 

Mr.  SCHUMER  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Syxar)  introduced  the  following  bill; 
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A  BILL 

To  make  unlawful  the  transfer  or  possession  of  assault 

weapons. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  oftJie  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 


2 

1  SEC. 01.  SHORT  TITLE. 

2  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  "PubUc  Safety  and  Rec- 

3  reational  Firearms  Use  Protection  Act". 

4  SEC.  02.  RESTRICTION  ON  MANUFACTURE,  TRANSFER, 

5  AND    POSSESSION    OF    CERTAIN    SEMIAUTO- 

6  MATIC  ASSAULT  WEAPONS. 

7  (a)  Restriction. — Section  922  of  title  18,  United 

8  States  Code,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  the  follow- 

9  ing  new  subsection: 

10  "(s)(l)  It  shall  be  unlaAvful  for  a  person  to  manufac- 

11  ture,  transfer,  or  possess  a  semiautomatic  assault  weap- 

12  on.". 

13  (b)    Definition    of    Semiautomatic    Assault 

14  Weapon.— Section  921(a)  of  title  18,  United  States  Code, 

15  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  the  folloAving  new  para- 

16  graph: 

17  "(29)    The    term    'semiautomatic    assault   weapon' 

18  means — 

19  "(A)  any  of  the  firearms,  or  types,  replicas,  or 

20  duplicates  of  the  firearms,  kno^vn  as — 

21  "(i)    Norinco,    Mitchell,    and    Poly    Tech- 

22  nologies  Avtomat  Kalashnikovs  (all  models); 

23  "(ii)  Action  Arms  Israeli  Military  Indus- 

24  tries  UZI  and  Galil; 

'is  '     "         "(iii)  Beretta  ARr-70  (SC-70); 

26  "(iv)  Colt  AE^15  and  Sporter; 
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1  "(v)    Fabrique    Nationale    FN/FAL,    FN/ 

2  LAR,  and  FNC; 

3  "(vi)  MAC  10,  M-10,  MAC  11,  and  M-11; 

4  "(vii)  SteyrAUG; 

5  "(viii)     INTRATEC    TEC-9,     TEC-DC9 

6  and  TEC-22;  and 

7  '*(ix)  revolving  cylinder  shotguns,  such  as 

8  (or  similar  to)  the  Street  Sweeper  and  Striker 

9  12; 

10  "(B)  a  semiautomatic  rifle  that  has  an  ability 

11  to  accept  a  detachable  magazine  and  has  at  least  2 

12  of— 

13  "(i)  a  folding  or  telescoping  stock; 

14  "(ii)  a  pistol  grip  that  protrudes  conspicu- 

15  ously  beneath  the  action  of  the  weapon; 

16  "(iii)  a  bayonet  mount; 

17  "(iv)  a  flash  suppressor  or  threaded  barrel 

18  designed  to  accommodate  a  flash   suppressor; 

19  and 

20  "(v)  a  gi^enade  launcher; 

21  "(C)  a  semiautomatic  pistol  that  has  an  ability 

22  to  accept  a  detachable  magazine  and  has  at  least  2 

23  of— 

24  "(i)  an  ammunition  magazine  that  attaches 

25  to  the  pistol  outside  of  the  pistol  grip; 
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1  "(ii)  a  threaded  barrel  capable  of  accepting 

2  a   barrel   extender,    flash    suppressor,    forward 

3  handgrip,  or  silencer; 

4  "(iii)  a  shroud  that  is  attached  to,  or  par- 

5  tially  or  completely  encircles,   the  barrel   and 

6  that  permits  the  shooter  to  hold  the  firearm 

7  with     the     non-trigger     hand     without     being 

8  burned; 

9  "(iv)  a  manufactured  weight  of  50  ounces 

10  or  more  when  the  pistol  is  unloaded;  and 

11  "(v)  a  semiautomatic  version  of  an  auto- 

12  matic  firearm;  and 

13  "(D)  a  semiautomatic  shotgun  that  has  at  least 

14  2  of— 

15  "(i)  a  folding  or  telescoping  stock; 

16  "(ii)  a  pistol  grip  that  protrudes  conspicu- 

17  ouslj''  beneath  the  action  of  the  weapon; 

18  "(iii)  a  fixed  magazine  capacity  in  excess 

19  of  5  rounds;  and 

20  "(iv)    an    ability   to    accept    a    detachable 

21  magazine. 

22  (c)  Penalties. — 

23  (1)   Violation   of   section   922(s). — Section 

24  924(a)(1)(B)   of  title    18,   United   States   Code,   is 
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1  amended  by  striking  "or  (q)  of  section  922"  and  in- 

2  serting  **(q),  or  (s)  of  section  922". 

3  (2)  Use  or  possession  during  crime  op  vio- 

4  lence    or    drug    TRAFFiciaNG    CRIME. — Section 

5  924(c)(1)  of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  is  amend- 

6  ed  in  the  first  sentence  by  inserting  ",  or  semiauto- 

7  matic   assault  weapon"   after  "short-barreled   shot- 

8  giin,". 

9  (d)    Identification    ^Iariqngs    for    Semiauto- 

10  matic  Assault  Weapons. — Section  923 (i)  of  title  18, 

1 1  United  States  Code,  is  amended  b}^  adding  at  the  end  the 

12  following  new  sentence:  "The  serial  number  of  any  semi- 

13  automatic  assault  weapon  manufactured  after  the  date  of 

14  enactment  of  this  section  shall  clearly  show  the  date  on 

15  which  the  weapon  was  manufactured.". 

16  SEC.  03.  EXEMPTION  FOR  FIREARMS  LAWFULLY  POS- 
IT sessed  prior  to  date  of  enactment. 

18  Section  922(s)  of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  as 

19  added  by  section 02(a),  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 

20  end  the  following  paragi'aph: 

21  "(2)  Paragraph  (1)  shall  not  apply  to  the  transfer 

22  or  possession  of  any  firearm  that  was  law^lly  possessed 

23  before  the  effective  date  of  this  subsection.". 
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1  SEC.    04.    EXEMPTION    FOR    CERTAIN    HUNTING    AND 

2  SPORTING  FIREARMS. 

3  Section   922    of  title    18,    as   amended   by   section 

4   03,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  the  following 

5  paragraph: 

6  "(3)  Paragraph  (1)  shall  not  apply  to — 

7  "(A)  any  of  the  firearms,  or  replicas  or  dupli- 

8  cates  of  the  firearms,  specified  in  Appendix  A  to  this 

9  section,  as  such  firearms  were  manufactured  on  Oc- 

10  tober  1,  1993; 

11  "(B)  any  firearm  that — 

12  "(i)  is  manually  operated  by  bolt,  pump, 

13  lever,  or  slide  action; 

14  "(ii)  has  been  rendered  permanently  inop- 

15  erable;  or 

16  "(iii)  is  an  antique  firearm; 

17  "(C)  any  semiautomatic  rifle  that  cannot  accept 

18  a   detachable    magazine    that    holds    more    than    5 

19  rounds  of  ammunition;  or 

20  "(D)   any  semiautomatic  shotgun  that  cannot 

21  hold  more  than  5  rounds  of  ammunition  in  a  fixed 

22  or  detachable  magazine/'. 
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1  SEC.  05.   EXEMPTIONS  FOR  GOVERNMENTAL  AND   EX- 

2  PERIMENTAL  USE. 

3  Section  922(s)  of  title  18,  United  States  Code,  as 

4  amended  by  section 04,  is  amended  by  adding  the  fol- 

5  lowing  paragraph: 

6  "(4)  Paragraph  (1)  shall  not  apply  to — 

7  "(A)    the   United   States   or   a   department   or 

8  agency  of  the  United  States  or  a  State  or  a  depart- 

9  ment,  agency,  or  political  subdivision  of  a  State;  or 

10  "(B)  the  manufacture,  transfer,  or  possession 

11  of  any  firearm  by  a  licensed  manufacturer  or  li- 

12  censed  importer  for  the  purposes  of  testing  or  ex- 

13  perimentation  authorized  by  the  Secretary.". 

14  SEC. 06.  RECORDKEEPING  REQUIREMENTS  AND  RELAT- 

15  ED  RESTRICTIONS. 

16  (a)  Offense.— Section  922  of  title  18,  United  States 

17  Code,  as  amended  by  section 05,  is  amended  b}^  add- 

18  ing  at  the  end  the  following  new  subsection: 

19  "(t)(l)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  a  person  to  sell,  ship, 

20  or  deliver  an  assault  weapon  to  a  person  who  does  not 

21  fill  out  a  form  4473  in  connection  ^vith  the  purchase  of 

22  the  assault  weapon. 

23  "(2)  It  shall  be  unla\vful  for  a  person  to  purchase, 

24  possess,  or  accept  delivery  of  an  assault  weapon  unless  the 

25  person  has  filled  out  a  form  4473  in  connection  with  the 

26  purchase  of  the  assault  weapon. 
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1  "(3)  If  a  person  purchases  an  assault  weapon  from 

2  anyone  other  than  a  Heensed  dealer,  both  the  purchaser 

3  and  the  seller  shall  maintain  a  record  of  the  sale  on  the 

4  seller's  original  copy  of  form  4473. 

5  "(4)  An  OAvner  of  an  assault  weapon  on  the  effective 

6  date  of  this  subsection  who  requires  retention  of  form 

7  4473  under  this  subsection  shall,  within  90  days  after 

8  publication  of  regulations  by  the  Secretary  under  para- 

9  graph  (5),  request  a  copy  of  form  4473  from  a  licensed 

10  dealer  in  accordance  Avith  those  regulations. 

11  "(5)  The  Secretary  shall,  within  90  days  after  the 

12  date  of  enactment  of  this  subsection,  prescribe  regulations 

13  for  the  request  and  delivery  of  form  4473  under  paragraph 

14  (4).". 

15  (b)  Penalty.— Section  924  of  title  18,  United  States 

16  Code,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  the  following  new 

17  subsection: 

18  "(i)  A  person  who  knoA\ingly  violates  section  922(t) 

19  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  (in  accordance  with 

20  section  3571(e)),  imprisoned  not  more  than  6  months,  or 

21  both.". 

22  (c)  Disability.— Section  922(g)(1)  of  title  18,  Unit- 

23  ed  States  Code,  is  amended  by  inserting  "or  a  violation 

24  of  section  922(t)"  before  the  semicolon  at  the  end. 
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1  SEC. 07.  BAN  OF  LARGE  CAPACITY  AMMUNITION  FEED- 

2  ING  DEVICES. 

3  (a)  Prohibition. — Section  922  of  title  18,  United 

4  States  Code,  as  amended  by  section 06,  is  amended 

5  by  adding  at  the  end  the  following  new  subsection: 

6  "(u)(l)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (2),  it  shall 

7  be  unlawful  for  a  person  to  transfer  or  possess  a  large 

8  capacity  ammunition  feeding  device. 

9  "(2)  This  subsection  does  not  apply  to — 

10  "(A)  a  transfer  to  or  by,  or  possession  by  or 

11  under  the  authority  of,  the  United  States  or  any  de- 

12  partment  or  agency  of  the  United  States  or  a  State, 

13  or  a  department,  agenc}^,  or  political  subdivision  of 

14  a  State; 

15  "(B)  the  lawful  transfer  or  la\\ful  possession  of 

16  a  large  capacity  ammunition  feeding  device  that  was 

17  lawfully  possessed  before  the  effective  date  of  this 

18  subsection;  or 

19  "(C)  the  transfer  or  possession  of  a  large  ca- 

20  pacity  ammunition  feeding  device  bj^  a  licensed  man- 

21  ufacturer  or  licensed  importer  for  the  purposes  of 

22  testing  or  experimentation  authorized  by  the  Sec- 

23  retary.". 

24  (b)  Definition  of  Large  Capacity  Ammunition 

25  Feeding  DE\^CE. — Section  921(a)  of  title  18,  United 
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1  States  Code,  as  amended  by  section 02(b),  is  amend- 

2  ed  by  adding  at  the  end  the  foUowang  new  paragraph: 

3  "(30)  The  term  'large  capacity  ammunition  feeding 

4  device' — 

5  "(A)  means — 

6  "(i)  a  magazine,  belt,  drum,  feed  strip,  or 

7  similar  device  that  has  a  capacity  of,  or  that 

8  can  be  readily  restored  or  converted  to  accept, 

9  more  than  10  rounds  of  ammunition;  and 

10  "(ii)  any  combination  of  parts  from  which 

11  a  device  described  in  clause  (i)  can  be  assem- 

12  bled;  but 

13  "(B)  does  not  include  an  attached  tubular  de- 

14  vice  designed  to  accept,  and  capable  of  operating 

15  only  ^\^th,  .22  caliber  rimfire  ammunition.". 

16  (c)  Large  Capacity  A^aimunition  Feeding  De- 

17  VICES  Treated  as  Firearms. — Section  921(a)(3)  of  title 

18  18,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  in  the  first  sentence — 

19  (1)  by  striking  "or  (D)  any  destructive  device."; 

20  and 

21  (2)  by  inserting  "(D)  any  destructive  device;  or 

22  (E)  any  large  capacitj^  ammunition  feeding  device.". 

23  (d)   Penalty.— Section   924(a)(1)(B)   of  title    18, 

24  United  States  Code,  as  amended  by  section 02(c),  is 

25  amended  by  striking  "or  (s)"  and  inserting  "(s),  or  (u)". 
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1  (e)  Identification  ]\lARiaNGS  for  Large  Capac- 

2  ITY  Ajmmunition  Feeding  Devices. — Section  923(i)  of 

3  title    18,    United   States   Code,    as   amended   by   section 

4   02(d),  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  the  following 

5  new  sentence:  "A  large  capacity  ammunition  feeding  de- 

6  vice  manufactured  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  sen- 

7  tence  shall  be  identified  by  a  serial  number  that  clearly 

8  shows  that  the  device  was  manufactured  or  imported  after 

9  the  effective  date  of  this  subsection,  and  such  other  identi- 

10  fication  as  the  Secretary  may  by  regulation  prescribe.". 

1 1  SEC. 08.  STUDY  BY  ATTORNEY  GENERAL. 

12  (a)  Study. — The  Attorney  General  shall  investigate 

13  and  study  the  effect  of  this  title  and  the  amendments 

14  made  by  this  title,  and  in  particular  shall  determine  their 

15  impact,  if  any,  on  violent  and  drug  trafficking  crime.  The 

16  study  shall  be  conducted  over  a  period  of  18  months,  com- 

17  mencing  12  months  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 

18  Act. 

19  (b)  Report. — Not  later  than  30  months  after  the 

20  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act,  the  Attorney  General  shall 

21  prepare  and  submit  to  Congi*ess  a  report  setting  forth  in 

22  detail  the  findings  and  determinations  made  in  the  study 

23  under  subsection  (a). 

24  SEC. 09.  EFFECTIVE  DATE. 

25  This  title  and  the  amendments  made  by  this  title — 
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1  (1)  shall  take  effect  on  the  date  of  enactment 

2  of  this  Act;  and 

3  (2)  are  repealed  effective  as  of  the  date  that  is 

4  10  years  after  that  date. 

5  SEC. 10.  APPENDIX  A  TO  SECTION  922  OF  TITLE  18. 

6  Section    922    of  title    18,    United   States   code,   is 

7  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  the  followng  appendix: 
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"APPENDIX  A 
Centerfire  Rifles — ^Autoloaders 

BrowTiing  BAR  Mark  II  Safari  Semi-Auto  Rifle 

Browning  BAR  Mark  II  Safari  Magnum  Rifle 

Browning  High-Power  Rifle 

Heckler  &  Koch  Model  300  Rifle 

Iver  Johnson  M-1  Carbine 

Iver  Johnson  50th  Annivei-sai-y  M-1  Carbine 

Marlin  Model  9  Camp  Carbine 

Marlin  Model  45  Carbine 

Remington  Nylon  66  Auto-Loading  Rifle 

Remington  Model  7400  Auto  Rifle 

Remington  Model  7400  Rifle 

p{emington  Model  7400  Special  Purpose  Auto  Rifle 

Ruger  Mini-14  Autoloading  Rifle  (w/o  folding  stock) 

Ruger  Mini  Thirty  Rifle 

Centerfire  Rifles — Lever  &  Slide 

Browning  Model  81  BLR  Lever- Act  ion  Rifle 

Browning  ^lodel  81  Long  Action  BLR 

Browning  Model  1886  Lever-Action  Carbine 

Browning  Model  1886  High  Grade  Carbine 

CimaiTon  1860  Heniy  Replica 

Cimarron  1866  Winchester  Replicas 

Ciman-on  1873  Short  Rifle 

Cimarron  1873  Sporting  Rifle 

Cimarron  1873  30"  Express  Rifle 

Dixie  Engi-aved  1873  Rifle 

E.M.F.  1866  Yellowboy  Lever  Actions 

E.M.F.  1860  Heniy  Rifle 

E.M.F.  Jlodel  73  Lever-Action  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  336CS  Lever- Action  Carbine 

Marlin  Model  30AS  Lever-Action  Caibine 

Marlin  Model  444SS  Lever-Action  Sporter 

Marlin  Model  1894S  Lever- Action  Carbine 

Marlin  Model  1894CS  Carbine 

Marlin  Model  1894CL  Classic 

Marlin  Model  1895SS  Lever- Action  Rifle 

Mitehell  1858  Heniy  Replica 

Mitchell  1866  Winchester  Replica 

Mitchell  1873  Winchester  Replica 

Na\y  Arms  Militaiy  Heniy  Rifle 

Na\y  Arms  Heniy  Trapper 

Na\y  Arms  Iron  Frame  Hemy 

Navy  Arms  Hemy  Carbine 

Navj'  Arms  1866  Yellowboy  Rifle 

Navy  Aims  1873  Winchester-Style  Rifle 

Navy  Arms  1873  Sporting  Rifle 

Remington  7600  Slide  Action 

Remington  Model  7600  Special  Pur])ose  Slide  Action 

Rossi  M92  SRC  Saddle-Ring  Carbine 

Rossi  M92  SRS  Short  Caibine 

Savage  99C  Lever-Action  Rifle 
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Uberti  Henry  Rifle 

Uberti  1866  Sporting  Rilfe 

Uberti  1873  Sporting  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  94  Side  Eject  Lexer-Action  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  94  Trapper  Side  Eject 

Winchester  Model  94  Big  Bore  Side  Eject 

Winchester  Model  94  Ranger  Side  Eject  Lever-Action  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  94  Wrangler  Side  Eject 

Centerfire  Rifles — Bolt  Action 

Alpine  Bolt- Action  Rifle 

A-Square  Caesar  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

A-Square  Hannibal  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Anschutz  1700D  Classic  Rifles 

Anschutz  1700D  Custom  Rifles 

Anschutz  1700D  Bavarian  Bolt- Action  Rifle 

Anschutz  1733D  Manniicher  Rifle 

Barret  Model  90  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Beeman/mV  60J  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Blaser  R84  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

BRNO  537  Sporter  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

BRNO  ZKB  527  Fox  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

BRNO  ZKK  600,  601,  602  Bolt-Action  Rifles 

Browning  A-Bolt  Rifle 

Browning  A-Bolt  Stainless  Stalker 

Browning  A-Bolt  Left  Hand 

Browning  A-Bolt  Short  Action 

Browning  Euro-Bolt  Rifle 

Browning  A-Bolt  Gold  Medallion 

Browning  A-Bolt  Micro  Medallion 

Centurj'  Centurion  14  Sporter 

Century  Enfield  Sporter  #4 

Century  Swedish  Sporter  #38 

Centurj'  Mauser  98  Sporter 

Cooper  Model  38  Centerfire  Siiorter 

Dakota  22  Sporter  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Dakota  76  Classic  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Dakota  76  Short  Action  Rifles 

Dakota  76  Safari  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Dakota  416  Rigby  African 

E.A.AySabatti  Rover  870  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Auguste  Francotte  Bolt-Action  Rifles 

Cari  Gustaf  2000  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

HejTii  Magnum  Express  Series  Rifle 

Howa  Lightning  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Howa  Realtree  Camo  Rifle 

Interarms  Mark  X  Viscount  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Interarms  Mini-Mark  X  Rifle 

Interarms  Mark  X  \\niitworth  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Interanns  Wiitworth  Express  Rifle 

Iver  Johnson  Model  5100A1  Long-Range  Rifle 

KDF  K15  American  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Krico  Model  600  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Krico  Model  700  Bolt-Action  Rifles 
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Mauser  Model  66  Bolt-Action  Rifle 
Mauser  Model  99  Bolt-Action  Rifle 
McMillan  Signature  Classic  Sporter 
McMillan  Signature  Super  Varniinter 
McMillan  Signature  Alaskan 
McMillan  Signature  Titanium  Mountain  Rifle 
McJIillan  Classic  Stainless  Sporter 
McMillan  Talon  Safari  Rifle 
McMillan  Talon  Sporter  Rifle 
Midland  1500S  Survivor  Rifle 
Navy  Ai-nis  TU-33/40  Carbine 
Parker-Hale  Model  81  Classic  Rifle 
Parker-Hale  Model  81  Classic  African  Rifle 
Parker-Hale  Model  1000  Rifle 
Parker-Hale  Model  llOOM  African  Magnum 
Parker-Hale  Model  1100  Lightweight  Rifle 
Parker-Hale  Model  1200  Super  Rifle 
Parker-Hale  Model  1200  Super  Clip  Rifle 
Parker-Hale  IModel  1300C  Scout  Rifle 
Parker-Hale  Model  2100  Midland  Rifle 
Parker-Hale  Model  2700  Lightweight  Rifle 
Parker-Hale  Model  2800  IMidland  Rifle 
Remington  Model  Seven  Bolt-Action  Rifle 
Remington  Model  Seven  Youth  Rifle 
Remington  Model  Seven  Custom  KS 
Remington  Model  Seven  Custom  MS  Rifle 
Remington  700  ADL  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Remington  700  BDL  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Remington  700  BDL  Varmint  Special 

Remington  700  BDL  European  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Remington  700  Vannint  Sjiithetic  Rifle 

Remington  700  BDL  SS  Rifle 

Remington  700  Stainless  S\iithetic  Rifle 

Remington  700  MTRSS  Rifle 

Remington  700  BDL  Left  Hand 

Remington  700  Camo  S\nithetic  Rifle 

Remington  700  Safari 

Remington  700  Mountain  Rifle 

Remington  700  Custom  KS  Mountain  Rifle 

Remington  700  Classic  Rifle 

Ruger  M77  Mark  H  Rifle 

Ruger  ]\I77  Mark  II  Magimm  Rifle 

Ruger  M77RL  Ultra  Light 

Ruger  M77  Mark  II  All-Weather  Stainless  Rifle 

Ruger  M77  RSI  International  Carbine 

Ruger  ]M77  Mark  II  Express  Rifle 

Ruger  M77\^  Target  Rifle 

Sako  Hunter  Rifle 

Sako  Fiberclass  Sporter 

Sako  Safari  Grade  Bolt  Action 

Sako  Hunter  Left-Hand  Rifle 

Sako  Classic  Bolt  Action 

Sako  Hunter  LS  Rifle 

Sako  Deluxe  Lightweight 

Sako  Super  Deluxe  Sporter 

•HR  3627  SC  ' 


19 

16 

Sako  llannlicher-Style  Carbine 

Sako  Varmint  Hea\y  Barrel 

Sako  TRG-S  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Sauer  90  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Savage  HOG  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Savage  llOCT  Youtli/Ladies  Rifle 

Savage  110\\XE  One  of  One  Thousand  Limited  Edition  Rifle 

Savage  110GXP3  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Savage  11  OF  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Savage  110FXP3  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Savage  llOGV  Varmint  Rifle 

Savage  112FV  Vamiint  Rifle 

Savage  Model  112F\^S  Varmint  Rifle 

Savage  Model  112BV  Heavy  Ban-el  Varmint  Rifle 

Savage  116FSS  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Savage  Model  116FSK  Kodiak  Rifle 

Savage  llOFP  Police  Rifle 

StejT-Mannlicher  Sporter  Models  SL,  L,  M,  S,  S/T 

Steyr-Mannlicher  Liuais  Model  L,  M,  S 

StejT-Mannlicher  Model  M  Professional  Rifle 

Tikka  Bolt- Action  Rifle 

Tikka  Premium  Grade  Rifles 

Tikka  Varmint/Continental  Rifle 

Tikka  \Miitetail/Battue  Rifle 

Ultra  Light  Aj-ms  Model  20  Rifle 

Ultra  Light  Arms  Model  28,  Model  40  Rifles 

Voere  VEC  91  Lightning  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Voere  Model  2165  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Voere  Model  2155,  2150  Bolt-Action  Rifles 

Weatherby  Mark  V  Deluxe  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Weatherby  Lasemiark  V  Rifle 

Weatherbj-  Mark  V  Crown  Custom  Rifles 

Weatherby  ]\Iark  V  Sporter  Rifle 

Weatherby  Mark  V  Safari  Grade  Custom  Rifles 

Weatherby  Weathermark  Rifle 

Weatherby  Weathermark  Alaskan  Rifle 

Weatherby  Classicmark  No.  1  Rifle 

Weatherby  Weatherguard  Alaskan  Rifle 

Weatherby  Vanguard  VGX  Deluxe  Rifle 

Weatherby  Vanguard  Classic  Rifle 

Weatherby  Vanguard  Classic  No.  1  Rifle 

Weatherby  Vanguard  Weatherguard  Rifle 

Wichita  Classic  Rifle 

Wichita  Varmint  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  70  Sporter 

Winchester  Model  70  Sporter  WinTuff 

Winchester  Model  70  SM  Sporter 

Winchester  Model  70  Stainless  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  70  Varmint 

Winchester  Model  70  Sjnthetic  Heavj'  Varmint  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  70  DBM  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  70  DBM-S  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  70  Feathenveight 

Winchester  Model  70  Feathenveight  WinTuff 

Winchester  Model  70  Feathenveight  Classic 
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Winchester  Model  70  Lightwciglit  Rifle 

Winchester  Ranger  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  70  Super  Express  JIagnum 

Winchester  Model  70  Super  Grade 

Winchester  Model  70  Custom  Sharpshooter 

Winchester  Model  70  Custom  Sporting  Sharpshooter  Rifle 

Centerfire  Rifles— Single  Shot 

Armsport  1866  Sharps  Rifle,  Carbine 

BroMTi  Model  One  Single  Shot  Rifle 

Browning  Model  1885  Single  Shot  Rifle 

Dakota  Single  Shot  Rifle 

Desert  Industries  G-90  Single  Shot  Rifle 

Harrington  &  Richardson  Ultra  Varmint  Rifle 

Model  1885  High  Wall  Rifle 

Na^y  Arms  Rolling  Block  Buffalo  Rifle 

Navy  Arms  #2  Cn?edmoor  Rifle 

Navy  Anns  Shai-ps  Cavahy  Carbine 

Navj'  Arms  Shai-ps  Plains  Rifle 

New  England  Firearms  Handi-Rifle 

Red  Willow  Aniioiy  Ballard  No.  5  Pacific 

Red  Willow  Annorj-  Ballai-d  No.  1.5  Hunting  Rifle 

Red  Willow  Armorj'  Ballai-d  No.  8  Union  Hill  Rifle 

Red  Willow  Amioiy  Ballard  No.  4.5  Target  Rifle 

Remington-Style  Rolling  Block  Carbine 

Ruger  No.  IB  Single  Shot 

Ruger  No.  lA  Light  Six)rter 

Ruger  No.  IH  Tropical  Rifle 

Ruger  No.  IS  Medium  Sporter 

Ruger  No.  1  RSI  International 

Ruger  No.  IV  Special  Vamiinter 

C.  Sharps  Arms  New  Model  1874  Old  Reliable 

C.  Sharps  Arms  New  Model  1875  Rifle 

C.  Sharps  Arms  1875  Classic  Shai-ps 

C.  Sharps  Arms  New  Model  1875  Target  &  Long  Range 

Shiloh  Sharps  1874  Long  Range  Express 

Shiloh  Sharps  1874  Montana  Roughrider 

Shiloh  Sharps  1874  Militarj'  Carbine 

Shiloh  Sharps  1874  Business  Rifle 

Shiloh  Sharps  1874  Militaiy  Rifle 

Sharps  1874  Old  Reliable 

Thompson/Center  Contender  Carbine 

Thompson/Center  Stainless  Contender  Carbine 

Thompson/Center  Contender  Carbine  Sun-ival  Sj'stem 

Thompson/Center  Contender  Carbine  Youth  Model 

Thompson/Center  TCR  '87  Single  Shot  Rifle 

Uberti  Rolling  Block  Baby  Carbine 

Drillings,  Combination  Guns,  Double  Rifles 

Baretta  Express  SSO  O/V  Double  Rifles 
Baretta  Model  455  SxS  Ex-press  Rifle 
Chapuis  RGEx-press  Double  Rifle 
Auguste  Francotte  Sidelock  Double  Rifles 
Auguste  Francotte  Boxlock  Double  Rifle 

•HR  3527  SC 


21 

18 

Hev-ni  Model  55B  0/U  Double  Rifle 

Hej-ni  Model  55F\V  OAJ  Comto  Gun 

Hej-m  Model  88b  Side-by-Side  Double  Rifle 

Kodiak  Mk.  W  Double  Rifle 

Kreighoff  Teck  OAJ  Combination  Gun 

Kreighoff  Trunipf  Drilling 

Merkel  Over/Under  Combination  Guns 

Merkel  Drillings 

Merkel  Model  160  Side-by-Side  Double  Rifles 

Merkel  CKerAJnder  Double  Rifles 

Savage  24F  0/U  Combination  Gun 

Savage  24F-12T  Turkey  Gun 

Springfield  Inc.  M6  Scout  Rifle/Shotgun 

Tikka  Model  412s  Combination  Gun 

Tikka  Model  412S  Double  Fire 

A.  Zoli  Rifle-Shotgun  0/U  Combo 

Rimfire  Rifles — Autoloaders 

AJIT  Lightning  25/22  Rifle 

AMT  Lightning  Small-Game  Hunting  Rifle  II 

AMT  Magnum  Hunter  Auto  Rifle 

Anschutz  525  Deluxe  Auto 

Armscor  Model  20P  Auto  Rifle 

Browiing  Auto-22  Rifle 

Browning  Auto-22  Grade  M 

Krico  Model  260  Auto  Rifle 

Lakefield  Ai-ms  Model  64B  Auto  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  60  Self-Loading  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  60ss  Self-Loading  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  70  HC  Auto 

Marlin  Model  9901  Self-Loading  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  TOP  Papoose 

Marlin  Model  922  Magiunn  Self-Loading  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  995  Self-Loading  Rifle 

Norinco  Model  22  ATD  Rifle 

Remington  Model  522  Viper  Autoloading  Rifle 

Remington  552BDL  Speedmaster  Rifle 

Ruger  10/22  Autoloading  Carbine  (w/o  folding  stock) 

Sunival  Anns  AR-7  Explorer  Rifle 

Texas  Remington  Revolving  Carbine 

Voere  Model  2115  Auto  Rifle 

Rimrire  Rifles— Lever  &  Slide  Action 

Browning  BL-22  Lever-Action  Rifle 

Marlin  39TDS  Carbine 

Marlin  Model  39AS  Golden  Lever-Action  Rifle 

Remington  572BDL  Fieldmaster  Pump  Rifle 

Norinco  EM-321  Pump  Rifle 

Rossi  Model  62  SA  Pump  Rifle 

Rossi  Model  62  SAC  Carbine 

Winchester  Model  9422  Lever-Action  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  9422  Maginnn  Lever-Action  Rifle 
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Rimflre  Rifles — Bolt  Actions  &  Single  Shots 

Anschutz  Achiever  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Anschutz  1416D/1516D  Classic  Rifles 

Anschutz  1418D/1518D  Mannlicher  Rifles 

Anschutz  1700D  Classic  Rifles 

Anschutz  1700D  Custom  Rifles 

Anschutz  1700  FWT  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Anschutz  1700D  Graphite  Custom  Rifle 

Anschutz  1700D  Bavarian  Bolt- Action  Rifle 

Armscor  Model  14P  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Armscor  Model  1500  Rifle 

BRNO  ZKM-452  Deluxe  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

BRNO  ZKM  452  Deluxe 

Beeman/HW  60-J-ST  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Browning  A-Bolt  22  Bolt- Action  Rifle 

Browning  A-Bolt  Gold  Medallion 

Cabanas  Phaser  Rifle 

Cabanas  Master  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Cabanas  Espronceda  IV  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Cabanas  Le\Te  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Chipmunk  Single  Shot  Rifle 

Cooper  Arms  Model  36S  Sporter  Rifle 

Dakota  22  Sporter  Bolt- Action  Rifle 

Krico  Model  300  Bolt-Action  Rifles 

Lakefleld  Arms  Mark  II  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Lakefield  Arms  Mark  I  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Magt€ch  Model  MT-22C  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  880  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  881  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Marlin  ]\Iodel  882  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  883  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  883SS  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  25MN  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Marlin  Model  25N  Bolt-Action  Rcix;ater 

Marlin  Model  15YN  "Little  Buckai-oo" 

Mauser  Model  107  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Mauser  Model  201  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Navy  Arms  TU-ia^V  Training  Rifle 

Navy  Amis  TU-33/40  Carbine 

Navy  Arms  TU-IQiAV  Sniper  Trainer 

Norinco  J\V-27  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Norinco  J\V-15  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Remington  541-T 

Remington  40-XR  Rimfii-e  Custom  spoiler 

Remington  541-T  HB  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Remington  581-S  Sportsman  Rifle 

Ruger  77/22  Rimflre  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Ruger  K77/22  Varmint  Rifle 

Ultra  Light  Arms  Model  20  RF  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

Winchester  Model  52B  Sporting  Rifle 

Competition  Rifles — Centerflre  &  Rimflre 

Anschutz  64-MS  Left  Silhouette 

Anschutz  1808D  RT  Super  Match  54  Target 
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Anschutz  1827B  Biathlon  Rifle 

Anschutz  1903D  Match  Rifle 

Anschutz  1803D  Intermediate  Match 

Anschutz  1911  Match  Rifle 

Anschutz  54.18MS  REP  Deluxe  Silhouette  Rifle 

Anschutz  1913  Super  Match  Rifle 

Anschutz  1907  Match  Rifle 

Anschutz  1910  Super  Match  II 

Anschutz  54. ISMS  Silhouette  Rifle 

Anschutz  Super  Match  54  Target  Model  2013 

Anschutz  Super  Match  54  Target  Model  2007 

Beenian/Feinwerkbau  2600  Target  Rifle 

Cooper  Ai-nis  Model  TRP-1  ISU  Standard  Rifle 

E.A.A-AVeihrauch  IRV  60  Target  Rifle 

E.A.A./ir\V  660  Match  Rifle 

Finnish  Lion  Standard  Target  Rifle 

Krico  Model  360  S2  Biathlon  Rifle 

Krico  Jlodel  400  Match  Rifle 

Krico  Model  360S  Biathlon  Rifle 

Krico  Model  500  Ivi-icotronic  Match  Rifle 

Ki-ico  Model  600  Sniper  Rifle 

Krico  I\Iodcl  600  Match  Rifle 

Lakefield  Anns  Model  90B  Target  Rifle 

Lakefield  Arms  Model  9 IT  Target  Rifle 

Lakefleld  Arms  Model  92S  Silhouette  Rifle 

Mariin  Model  2000  Target  Rifle 

Mauser  Jlodel  86-SR  Specialty  Rifle 

McMillan  M-86  Sniper  Rifle 

McMillan  Combo  M-87/:M-88  50-CaIiber  Rifle 

McMillan  300  Phoenix  Long  Range  Rifle 

McMillan  M-89  Sniper  Rifle 

McMillan  National  Match  Rifle 

McMillan  Long  Range  Rifle 

Parker-Hale  M-87  Target  Rifle 

Parker-Hale  M-85  Sniper  Rifle 

Remington  40-XB  Rangemaster  Target  Centerfire 

Remington  40-XR  KS  Rimfire  Position  Rifle 

Remington  40-XBBR  KS 

Remington  40-XC  KS  National  Match  Course  Rifle 

Sako  TRG-21  Bolt-Action  Rifle 

StejT-Mannlicher  Match  SPG-UIT  Rifle 

StejT-Mannlicher  SSG  P-I  Rifle 

StejT-Mannlicher  SSG  P-III  Rifle 

StejT-Mannlicher  SSG  P-IV  Rifle 

Tanner  Standard  UIT  Rifle 

Tanner  50  Metei-  Free  Rifle 

Tanner  300  Meter  Free  Rifle 

Wichita  Silhouette  Rifle 

Shotguns — ^Autoloaders 

American  Arms^'Franchi  Black  Magic  48/AL 
Benelli  Super  Black  Eagle  Siiotgun 
Benelli  Super  Black  Eagle  Slug  Gun 
Benelli  Ml  Super  90  Field  Auto  Shotgini 
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Benelli  Montefeltro  Super  90  20-Gauge  Shotgun 

Benelli  Montefeltro  Super  90  Sliotgun 

Benelli  Ml  Sporting  Special  Auto  Shotgun 

Benelli  Black  Eagle  Competition  Auto  Shotgun 

Beretta  A-303  Auto  Shotgun 

Beretta  390  Field  Auto  Shotgun 

Beretta  390  Super  Trap,  Super  Skeet  Shotguns 

Beretta  Vittoria  Auto  Shotgun 

Beretta  Model  120 IF  Auto  Shotgun 

Brow-ning  BSA  10  Auto  Shotgun 

Browning  Bsa  10  Stalker  Auto  Shotgun 

Brow-ning  A-500R  Auto  Shotgun 

BrowTiing  A-500G  Auto  Shotgun 

Browning  A-500G  Sporting  Claj-s 

Browning  Auto-5  Light  12  and  20 

BrowTiing  Auto-5  Stalker 

Browning  Auto-5  Magnum  20 

Browning  Auto-5  JIagnum  12 

Churchill  Turkey  Automatic  Shotgini 

Cosmi  Automatic  Shotgun 

Maverick  Model  60  Auto  Shotgun 

Mossberg  Model  5500  Shotgun 

Mossberg  Model  9200  Regal  Semi-Auto  Shotgun 

Mossberg  Model  9200  USST  Auto  Shotgun 

Mossberg  Model  9200  Camo  Sliotgun 

Mossberg  Model  6000  Auto  Shotgiui 

Remington  Model  1100  Shotgun 

Remington  11-87  Premier  shotgun 

Remington  1 1-87  Sporting  Cla^-s 

Remington  11-87  Premier  Skeet 

Remington  1 1-87  Premier  Trap 

Remington  11-87  Special  Purpose  Magnum 

Remington  11-87  SPS-T  Camo  Auto  Shotgun 

Remington  1 1-87  Special  Purpose  Deer  Gun 

Remington  11-87  SPS-BG-Camo  Deer/Turkey  Shotgun 

Remington  11-87  SPS-Deer  Shotgun 

Remington  1 1-87  Special  Purpose  S^nithetic  Camo 

Remington  SP-10  Magnum-Camo  Auto  Shotgun 

Remington  SP-10  Magmnn  Auto  Shotgun 

Remington  SP-10  Magnum  Turkey  Combo 

Remington  1100  LT-20  Auto 

Remington  1100  Special  Field 

Remington  1100  20-Gauge  Deer  Gun 

Remington  1100  LT-20  Tournament  Skeet 

Winchester  Model  1400  Semi-Auto  Shotgun 

Shotguns — Slide  Actions 

Browning  Model  42  Pump  Shotgini 

Browning  BPS  Pump  Shotgun 

Browning  BPS  Stalker  Pump  Shotgun 

Browning  BPS  Pigeon  Grade  Pump  Shotgun 

Browning  BPS  pump  Shotgun  (Ladies  and  Youth  Model) 

BroxNTiing  BPS  Game  Gun  Turkey  Siwcial 

Browning  BPS  Game  Gun  Deer  Special 
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Ithaca  Model  87  Supreme  Pump  Shotgun 

Ithaca  Model  87  Deerelayer  Shotgun 

Ithaca  Deerslayer  II  Rifled  Shotgun 

Ithaca  Model  87  Turkey  Gun 

Ithaca  Model  87  Deluxe  Pump  Shotgun 

Magtech  Model  586-VR  Pump  Shotgun 

Maverick  Models  88,  91  Pump  Shotguns 

Mossberg  Model  500  Sporting  Pump 

Mossberg  Model  500  Came  Pump 

Mossberg  Model  500  Muzzleloader  Combo 

Mossberg  Model  500  Trophy  Slugster 

Mossberg  Turkey  Model  500  Pump 

Mossberg  Model  500  Bantam  Pump 

Mossberg  Field  Grade  Model  835  Pump  Shotgun 

Mossberg  Model  835  Regal  Ulti-Mag  Pump 

Remington  870  Wngmaster 

Remington  870  Special  Puipose  Deer  Gun 

Remington  870  SPS-BG-Camo  Deer/Turkey  Shotgun 

Remington  870  SPS-Deer  Shotgun 

Remington  870  Marine  Magnum 

Remington  870  TC  Trap 

Remington  870  Special  Puipose  Synthetic  Camo 

Remington  870  Wingmaster  Small  Gauges 

Remington  870  Express  Rifle  Sighted  Deer  Gun 

Remington  879  SPS  Special  Pui-|)ose  Magnum 

Remington  870  SPS-T  Camo  Pump  Shotgun 

Remington  870  Special  Field 

Remington  870  Express  Turkey 

Remington  870  High  Grades 

Remington  870  Express 

Remington  Model  870  Express  Youth  Gun 

Winchester  Model  12  Pump  Shotgun 

Winchester  Model  42  High  Grade  Siiotgun 

Winchester  Model  1300  Walnut  Pump 

Winchester  Model  1300  Slug  Hunter  Deer  Gun 

Winchester  Model  1300  Ranger  Pump  Gun  Combo  &  Deer  Gun 

Winchester  Model  1300  Turkey  Gun 

Winchester  Model  1300  Ranger  Pump  Gun 

Shotguns — Over/Unders 

American  Ann^ranchi  Falconet  2000  0/U 

American  Arms  Silver  I  0/U 

American  Arms  Silver  II  Shotgun 

American  Anns  Silver  Skeet  0/U 

American  Anns^ranchi  Sporting  2000  0/U 

American  Arms  Siher  Sporting  0/U 

American  Arms  Silver  Trap  0/U 

American  Arms  WS/OU  12,  TS/OU  12  Shotguns 

American  Arms  WT/OU  10  Shotgun 

Armsport  2700  0/U  Goose  Gun 

Armsport  2700  Series  0/U 

Armsport  2900  Tri-BaiTcl  Shotgini 

Baby  Bretton  Over/Under  Shotgun 

Beretta  Model  686  Ultraligiit  0/U 
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Beretta  ASE  90  Competition  OAJ  Shotgun 

Beretta  (K'er/Under  Field  Shotguns 

Beretta  Onyx  Hunter  Sport  0/U  Shotgun 

Beretta  Model  SOS,  S06,  S09  Shotguns 

Beretta  Sporting  Clay  Shotguns 

Beretta  687EL  Sporting  0/U 

Beretta  §82  Super  Sporting  0/U 

Beretta  Series  682  Competition  Over/Unders 

Browning  Citori  0/U  Shotgun 

Browning  Superlight  Citori  Over/Under 

Browning  Lightning  Sporting  Clays 

Browning  Micro  Citori  Lightning 

Browning  Citori  Plus  Trap  Combo 

Browwing  Citori  Plus  Trap  Gun 

Browning  Citori  0/U  Skeet  Models 

Browning  Citori  0/U  Trap  Models 

Browning  Special  Sporting  Claj's 

Browning  Citori  GTI  Sperting  Claj's 

Browning  325  Sporting  Claj'S 

Centurion  Over/Under  Shotgun 

Chapuis  Over/Under  Shotgun 

Connecticut  Valley  Classics  Classic  Sporter  0/U 

Connecticut  Valley  Classics  Classic  Field  Waterfowler 

Charies  Daly  Field  Grade  0/U 

Charles  Daly  Lux  0\er/Under 

E.A.AySabatti  Sporting  Clajs  Pro-Gold  0/U 

E.A.A/Sabatti  Falcon-JIon  Over/Under 

Kassnar  Grade  I  0/U  Shotgmi 

Krieghoff  K-80  Sporting  Claj's  0/U 

Krieghoff  K-80  Skeet  Shotgun 

Krieghoff  K-80  International  Skeet 

Krieghoff  K-80  Four-Barrel  Skeet  Set 

Krieghoff  K-80/RT  Slwtgiuis 

Krieghoff  K-80  0/U  Trap  Shotgun 

Laurona  Silhouette  300  Sporting  Claj's 

Laurona  Silhouette  300  Trap 

Laurona  Super  Model  Over/Undere 

Ljutic  LM-6  Deluxe  0/U  Shotgim 

Marocchi  Conquista  Over/Under  Shotgun 

Marocchi  Avanea  0/U  Shotgun 

Merkel  Model  200E  0/U  Shotgun 

Merkel  Model  200E  Skeet,  Trap  0\er/Unders 

Merkel  Model  203E,  303E  0\er/Under  Shotguns 

Perazzi  Mirage  Special  Sjjorting  0/U 

Perazzi  Mirage  Special  Four-Gauge  Skeet 

Perazzi  Sporting  Classic  0/U 

Perazzi  MX7  Over/Under  Shotguns 

Perazzi  Mirage  Special  Skeet  Over/Under 

Perazzi  MX8/MX8  Special  Trap,  Skeet 

Perazzi  MX8/20  Over/Under  Shotgim 

Perazzi  MX9  Single  Over/Under  Shotgiuis 

Perazzi  MX12  Hunting  Over/Under 

Perazzi  MX28,  MX410  Game  0/U  Shotgims 

Perazzi  MX20  Hunting  Over/Under 

Piotti  Boss  Over/Under  Shotgini 


•^  3527  SC 


27 


24 

Remington  Peerless  OverAJnder  Shotgun 

Ruger  Red  Label  OAJ  Shotgun 

Ruger  Sporting  Claj-s  0/U  Shotgun 

San  Marco  12-Ga.  Wildflower  Shotgun 

San  Marco  Field  Special  0/U  Shotgun 

San  Marco  10-Ga.  OAJ  Shotgun 

SIvB  Model  505  Deluxe  OverAJnder  Shotgun 

SKB  Model  685  OverAJnder  Shotgun 

SKB  Model  885  0\erAJnder  Trap,  Skeet,  Sporting  Claj's 

StoegerAGA  Condor  I  OAJ  Shotgun 

StoegerAGA  ERA  2000  OverAJnder  Shotgun 

Techni-Mec  Model  610  OverAJnder 

Tikka  Model  412S  Field  Grade  OverAJnder 

Weatherby  Athena  Grade  IV  OAJ  Shotguns 

Weatherby  Athena  Grade  V  Classic  Field  OAJ 

Weatherby  Orion  OAJ  Shotguns 

Weatherby  II,  III  Classic  Field  OATs 

Weatherby  Orion  II  Classic  Sjiorting  Clays  OAJ 

Weatherby  Orion  II  Sporting  Clays  OAJ 

Winchester  Model  1001  OAJ  Shotgun 

Winchester  Model  1001  Sporting  Clays  OAJ 

Pietro  Zanoletti  Model  2000  Field  OAJ 

Shotguns — Side  by  Sides 

American  Arms  Brittany  Shotgun 

American  Arms  Gentiy  Double  Shotgun 

American  Anus  Derby  Side-bj-Side 

American  Arms  Gnilla  #2  Double  Shotgun 

American  Arms  WS/SS  10 

American  Anns  TS/SS  10  Double  Shotgun 

American  Ai-ms  TS/SS  12  Side-by-Side 

An-ieta  Sidelock  Double  Sliotgiuis 

Annsport  1050  Series  Double  Shotgims 

Arizaga  Model  31  Double  Shotgiui 

AYA  Boxlock  Shotguns 

AYA  Sidelock  Double  Shotgiuis 

Beretta  Model  452  Sidelock  Shotgim 

Beretta  Side-by-Side  Field  Shotguns 

Crucelegui  Hermanos  Model  150  Double 

Chapuis  Side-by-Side  Shotgim 

E.A.AySabatti  Saba-Mon  Double  Shotgun 

Charles  Daly  Model  Dss  Double 

Ferlib  Model  F  VII  Double  Shotgini 

Auguste  Francotte  Boxlock  Shotgiui 

Auguste  Francotte  Sidelock  Shotgiui 

Garbi  Model  100  Double 

Garbi  Model  101  Side-by-Side 

Garbi  Model  103 A,  B  Side-by-Side 

Garbi  Model  200  Side-by-Side 

Bill  Hanus  Birdgun  Doubles 

Hatfield  Uplander  Shotgun 

Merkell  Model  8,  47E  Side-by-Side  Shotguns 

Merkel  Model  47LSC  Sporting  Cla.\-s  Double 

Merkel  Model  47S,  147S  Sidc-by-Sidos 
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Parker  Reproductions  Side-by-Side 

Piotti  King  No.  1  Side-by-Side 

Piotti  Lunik  Side-by-Side 

Piotti  King  Extra  Side-by-Side 

Piotti  Piuma  Side-by-Side 

Precision  Sports  Model  600  Series  Doubles 

Rizzini  Boxlock  Side-by-Side 

Rizzini  Sidelock  Side-by-Side 

Stoeger/IGA  Uplander  Side-by-Side  Shotgun 

Ugartechea  10-Ga.  l\Iagiiuni  Shotgun 

Shotguns — Bolt  Actions  &  Single  Shots 

Amisport  Single  Barrel  Shotgun 

Browning  BT-99  Competition  Trap  Special 

Browning  BT-99  Plus  Trap  Gun 

Browning  BT-99  Plus  Micro 

Browning  Recoilless  Trap  Shotgun 

Browning  Micro  Recoilless  Trap  Shotgini 

Desert  Industries  Big  Twenty  Shotgun 

Harrington  &  Richardson  Topper  jModcl  098 

Harrington  &  Richai-dson  Topper  Classic  Youth  Shotgun 

Harrington  &  Richardson  N.W.T.F.  Turkey  Mag 

Harrington  &  Richardson  Topper  Deluxe  Model  098 

Krieghoff  KS-5  Trap  Gun 

Krieghoff  KS-5  Special 

Krieghoff  K-80  Single  Barrel  Trap  Gun 

Ljjutic  Mono  Gun  Single  Ban-el 

L{jutic  LTX  Super  Deluxe  Mono  Gun 

Lijutic  Recoilless  Space  Gun  Shotgun 

lilarlin  Model  55  Goose  Gun  Bolt  Action 

New  England  Firearms  Turkey  and  Goose  Gun 

New  England  Fireai-ms  N.W.T.F.  Shotgun 

New  England  Fireanns  Tracker  Slug  Gun 

New  England  Fireanns  Standard  Paixlner 

New  England  Firearms  Sunival  Gun 

Perazzi  TMl  Special  Single  Trap 

Remington  90-T  Super  Single  Shotgini 

Snake  Charmer  U  Shotgun 

Stoeger/IGA  Reuna  Single  Ban-el  Shotgun 

Thompson/Center  TCR  '87  Hunter  Shotgun.". 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Mr.  Sensenbrenner. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

I  would  be  remiss  if  I  did  not  begin  my  opening  statement  by 
registering  a  complaint  about  the  timing  of  this  hearing. 

Only  3  of  the  13  members  of  this  subcommittee  are  in  town  today 
and  are  able  to  participate  since  it  was  announced  weeks  ago  that 
the  House  of  Representatives  would  have  no  votes  on  Monday, 
April  25,  and  most  of  my  colleagues  have  made  irrevocable  commit- 
ments in  their  districts. 

I  canceled  part  of  my  schedule  to  come  back  to  Washington  to 
participate  in  this  hearing,  but  will  have  to  leave  at  2  o'clock  to 
make  up  that  part  of  my  schedule  that  I  could  not  cancel. 

I  think  it  is  a  shame  that  this  hearing  is  being  held  at  a  time 
when  we  could  not  have  100  percent  participation  on  this  very  im- 
portant subject.  In  fact.  Chairman  Brooks  did  request  of  Mr.  Schu- 
mer  over  2V2  weeks  ago  to  hold  an  early  hearing  on  the  subject  of 
the  semiautomatic  weapon  ban.  Unfortunately,  the  chairman's  plea 
was  not  heard  and  we  are  here  today. 

As  for  the  substance  of  this  issue,  let  me  just  say  Halloween  is 
still  6  months  away,  but  it  is  trick-or-treat  time  here  in  Congress. 
We  got  the  treats  last  week  when  this  House  dressed  up  its  crime- 
fighting  costume.  It  voted  to  spend  $8  billion  on  social  welfare 
schemes  like  midnight  basketball,  and  yet  the  same  bill  would  re- 
lease 16,000  drug  traffickers  and  could  give  4,000  convicted  mur- 
derers on  death  row  a  new  chance  at  freedom. 

Those  facts  were  somehow  missing  from  the  news  stories,  but  be- 
lieve me,  they  are  accurate.  I  can  cite  the  sources,  if  anyone  is  in- 
terested. 

But,  getting  back  to  our  early  Halloween  here  on  Capitol  Hill. 
Last  week  was  the  treat  and  today  we  get  the  trick.  The  trick  is 
to  convince  Americans  that  someone  who  keeps  a  gun  in  his  closet 
at  home  is  a  criminal  who  should  be  hauled  off  to  jail. 

If  this  bill  passes,  simply  possessing  a  common  shotgun  or  rifle 
could  land  you  in  jail.  You  don't  have  to  shoot  anybody.  You  don't 
have  to  threaten  anyone,  just  leaving  it  in  the  hall  closet  is  enough 
to  land  you  in  jail.  Even  if  you  use  that  gun  in  self-defense,  you 
can  go  to  jail. 

As  I  have  said,  we  are  talking  about  commonly  used  guns,  not 
exotic  weapons  as  some  would  have  you  believe,  such  as  those  that 
are  on  the  table  over  there. 

How  common  are  the  guns  that  would  be  banned  by  this  law? 
They  are  so  common  that  when  President  Clinton  went  hunting 
last  year,  you  remember,  at  the  time  he  said  he  had  no  plans  to 
disarm  honest  Americans.  Well,  a  variation  of  the  gun  he  used 
while  hunting  would  be  outlawed  by  this  bill. 

Let's  look  at  the  pictures.  The  gun  on  the  top  is  the  one  that  was 
used  by  President  Clinton  when  he  went  hunting.  The  one  on  the 
bottom  would  be  outlawed  by  the  Schumer  gun  ban. 

What  is  the  difference?  The  one  on  the  bottom — and  let's  call  it 
the  Schumer  gun — looks  a  little  more  scary,  but  it  is  functionally 
identical  to  the  Clinton  gun.  They  are  both  semiautomatic.  They 
are  both  Benelli  12-gauge  shotguns.  The  only  difference  is  that  the 
Schumer  gun  has  a  pistol  grip  and  can  hold  two  more  shells. 


85-080  0-95-2 


30 

If  you  remove  the  pistol  grip  from  the  Schumer  gun,  all  of  a  sud- 
den it  is  legal.  I  have  here  a  pistol  grip  for  the  Benelli  12-gauge 
shotgun.  It  costs  $30  at  a  gun  store  and  as  you  can  see  is  com- 
pletely harmless. 

Basically,  these  two  guns  are  identical.  They  are  used  by  hunters 
in  all  50  States.  They  have  been  determined  to  be  legal  by  State 
fish  and  game  regulators  from  the  Department  of  Natural  Re- 
sources. So  contrary  to  the  President's  statement  that  this  gun  ban 
won't  take  guns  away  from  hunters,  this  is  proof  that  it  will. 

I  want  to  make  one  other  factual  observation.  A  semiautomatic 
gun  is  not  a  machinegun.  They  may  look  the  same,  but  they  are 
different.  With  a  semiautomatic  gun,  each  pull  of  the  trigger  shoots 
one  bullet.  A  machinegun,  on  the  other  hand,  keeps  firing  as  long 
as  you  keep  your  fmger  on  the  trigger. 

It  is  almost  impossible  to  buy  a  machinegun.  Since  the  Dillinger 
era  in  1934,  you  would  need  to  go  through  a  very  complex  process 
filled  with  government  paperwork  to  buy  a  machinegun. 

There  are  about  250,000  permits  that  have  been  issued  for  ma- 
chineguns,  none  of  which  have  been  used  in  the  commission  of  a 
crime.  I  am  just  stating  the  facts  and  here  are  some  more  facts. 

More  people  are  killed  by  fists  and  feet  than  are  killed  by  assault 
rifles.  This  isn't  according  to  Jim  Sensenbrenner.  It  isn't  according 
to  the  National  Rifle  Association.  Those  statistics  come  from  the 
Justice  Department. 

Let  me  say  that  again  because  there  has  been  so  much  misin- 
formation on  this  issue.  More  people  are  killed  by  fists  and  feet  in 
this  country  than  are  killed  by  assault  rifles. 

I  will  say  it  just  one  more  time  because  I  want  this  to  sink  in: 
More  people  were  killed  by  fists  and  feet  last  year  than  were  killed 
by  assault  rifles. 

Assault  rifles  consisted  of  less  than  1  percent  of  the  weapons  that 
were  used  to  kill  people  in  the  United  States.  Fists  and  feet  were 
5-percent  issues;  knives  were  14^2  percent,  and  clubs  were  another 
5  percent. 

Look  at  the  chart.  Most  murderers  use  a  handgun  or  some  other 
form  of  a  gun.  A  large  number  use  knives.  Some  use  blunt  objects 
like  clubs  and  fists  and  feet  and  next  to  fists  and  feet,  there  is  a 
little  sliver  that  represents  assault  rifles,  less  than  1  percent. 

So  passing  this  bill  is  not  going  to  make  a  significant  dent  in  re- 
ducing the  murders  rates. 

The  chart  proves  one  thing  very  clearly,  more  clearly  than  any- 
thing I  could  say.  The  issue  of  assault  weapons  is  a  phony.  It  is 
purely  emotional  and  designed  to  do  nothing  but  frighten  the 
American  people.  But  then  again,  this  is  Halloween  on  Capitol  Hill, 
and  these  are  scare  tactics. 

There  are  some  in  Congress  who  mislead  the  American  people  by 
saying  that  Congress  is  fighting  crime  when  it  bans  these  guns. 
This  chart  shows  that  those  claims  are  false  and  that  those  who 
make  them  are  simply  trying  to  fool  the  voters. 

Once  again,  I  am  just  stating  facts.  I  am  trying  to  protect  the 
law-abiding  citizens  of  my  congressional  district  and  throughout 
America  who  want  to  keep  the  Government  out  of  their  homes. 
When  I  state  the  facts,  there  will  be  some  that  will  call  me  a  tool 
of  the  gun  lobby. 
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Nothing  can  be  further  from  the  truth,  and  I  have  the  battle 
scars  to  prove  it.  I  was  a  cosponsor  of  the  Brady  bill,  and  as  a  re- 
sult of  that,  the  National  Rifle  Association  campaigned  against  me 
in  my  district.  They  took  out  ads  in  newspapers  attacking  me  and 
drew  their  own  conclusions.  I  think  you  know  how  that  feels,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Let  me  state  the  obvious:  If  you  are  on  the  wrong  end  of  a  gun, 
whether  it  is  a  rifle,  a  shotgun,  or  a  revolver,  you  could  become  the 
victim  of  a  tragic  accident  or  a  fatal  attack.  A  gun  is  not  a  toy. 

We  will  hear  from  witnesses  today  who  were  very  badly  wounded 
by  guns  and  lost  loved  ones,  but  we  shouldn't  let  the  tragedy  in- 
flicted upon  some  wipe  out  the  rights  of  everyone  else. 

Thank  you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Mr.  Edwards. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  you  are  one  of  the  great 
heroes  of  this  Nation  and  I  compliment  you  on  having  this  hearing 
today  and  the  markup  tomorrow. 

I  am  going  to  diligently  and  emphatically  support  you  in  the 
markup  of  this  very  good  bill.  You  know,  Mr.  Sensenbrenner  men- 
tioned Dillinger,  but  shortly  after  he  was  killed,  I  was  an  FBI 
agent.  My  boss  was  J.  Edgar  Hoover. 

I  can  certify,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  he  and  I  had  lots  of  disagree- 
ments, but  near  the  end  of  his  career,  he  didn't  like  me  at  all,  but 
I  assure  you  that  he  and  I  agreed  on  one  thing  and  that  was  a  bill 
like  this.  If  he  were  here  today,  he  would  be  sitting  in  that  witness 
chair  saying  this  is  the  right  thing  to  do.  Get  those  guns,  get  those 
assault  weapons  off  the  streets. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Edwards. 

Now  we  are  prepared  to  call  up  our  first  panel.  Would  they 
please  come  forward.  The  members  of  our  first  panel  come  from  dif- 
ferent walks  of  life,  but  all  have  been  touched  by  assault  weapon 
violence  and  they  are  here  to  tell  us  about  the  impact  they  have 
suffered. 

Of  course,  Jim  and  Sarah  Brady  need  no  introduction.  They  were 
the  driving  force  behind  the  law  that  bears  their  name,  and  it  is 
a  law,  I  might  add,  much  to  their  credit,  that  is  already  proving 
its  value. 

In  the  first  month  of  the  Brady  law  alone,  over  23,000  potential 
felons  were  snagged  by  the  law's  screening.  Frankly,  Jim  and 
Sarah,  if  you  would  have  asked  me  the  number  snagged,  I  never 
would  have  guessed  it  would  have  been  that  high. 

In  addition,  a  good  number  of  gunrunners,  the  people  who  buy 
the  guns  in  States  with  no  gun  laws  and  bring  them  illegally  to 
States  with  significant  gun  laws,  have  been  rounded  up  as  a  result 
of  the  law  you  worked  so  hard  to  pass. 

I  think  Jim  and  Sarah  Brady  are  living  proof,  a  living  refutation, 
to  those  who  say  gun  control  laws  don't  work.  Don't  tell  us  that  the 
gun  control  laws  don't  work.  The  Brady  law  is  already  working. 

Sarah  Brady  is  here  to  represent  Handgun  Control,  Inc.,  which 
is  continuing  the  fight  for  rational  gun  control  on  the  assault  weap- 
ons front. 

Steve  Sposato  and  Michelle  Scully  both  suffered  personal  trage- 
dies last  July.  Their  spouses  were  among  the  victims  when  Giann 
Luigi  Ferry  shot  his  way  through  a  San  Francisco  law  office  with 
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two  TEC-9  assault  weapons.  He  killed  eight  people,  wounded  six 
others. 

Jacob  and  Arlene  Locicero,  who  will  be  introduced  by  their  Con- 
gresswoman  who  has  been  a  valiant  leader  in  this  effort,  Marge 
Roukema,  suffered  the  loss  of  their  daughter.  Amy,  in  the  horrible 
Long  Island  Rail  Road  shooting  incident  last  December. 

Ken  Brondell  is  the  brother  of  L.A.  police  officer  Christy  Lynn 
Hamilton.  Officer  Hamilton  was  voted  the  most  inspiring  rookie  of 
her  police  class  last  year,  but  within  weeks,  she  was  killed  by  a 
teenager  with  an  assault  rifle. 

Our  last  witness  is  David  Milzman,  associate  director  of  trauma 
services  at  Georgetown  Hospital,  and  has  seen  the  effect  of  these 
assault  weapons  firsthand.  He  will  tell  us  about  this  view  from,  the 
point  of  view  of  a  trauma  surgeon. 

We  will  begin  with  Jim  and  Sarah.  As  always,  it  is  a  pleasure 
to  welcome  you  here. 

STATEMENT  OF  SARAH  BRADY,  HANDGUN  CONTROL,  INC. 

Mrs.  Brady.  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  subcommittee, 
let  me  offer  my  profound  thanks  to  you  for  holding  this  hearing 
today.  This  is  legislation  of  vital  importance  to  the  public  safety  of 
all  Americans.  No  matter  where  I  have  traveled  in  this  country,  ev- 
erywhere I  go,  I  meet  Americans  who  are  increasingly  concerned 
about  their  public  safety  and  especially  the  safety  of  their  children. 
And  it  is  gun  violence  that  concerns  them  most.  It  is  not  just  the 
stories  that  they  read  in  the  newspapers.  It  is  not  just  the 
shootings  that  are  reported  on  the  television  news  every  evening. 
It  is  the  people  they  know  whose  lives  have  been  touched  by  gun 
violence — people  like  Steve  Sposato  and  Michelle  Scully. 

When  I  come  back  to  Washington  and  walk  these  Halls  of  Con- 
gress, I  hear  a  different  set  of  concerns.  When  I  talk  about  the  need 
to  ban  assault  weapons.  Members  of  Congress  respond  by  express- 
ing their  concern  about  hunters. 

But  this  debate  is  not  about  hunting.  This  bill  will  not  take  guns 
out  of  hunters'  hands.  If  there  are  any  hunters  out  there  who  are 
hunting  with  an  AK-47,  this  legislation  will  not  take  that  gun 
away.  That  hunter  can  continue  to  hunt  with  that  weapon. 

Nor  is  this  debate  about  self-defense.  This  bill  will  not  remove 
any  gun  from  any  home.  If  anyone  is  keeping  a  TEC-9  or  an  AK- 
47  for  self-defense,  and  I  don't  know  why  they  would,  they  can  keep 
that  weapon. 

This  bill,  this  debate,  is  not  about  hunting  or  a  gun  in  the  home. 
It  is  about  the  production  of  a  deadly  class  of  guns  called  semiauto- 
matic assault  weapons.  When  I  say  semiautomatic  assault  weap- 
ons, I  mean  guns  like  the  TEC-9.  Originally  designed  in  South  Af- 
rica, it  is  today  the  No.  1  favorite  of  drug  dealers.  It  comes 
equipped  with  a  detachable  36-round  magazine.  To  prevent  over- 
heating in  rapid  fire,  it  has  a  barrel  shroud,  that  also  allows  the 
shooter  to  grasp  the  barrel  without  incurring  serious  burns.  The 
TEC-9's  owner's  manual  modestly  proclaims  that  it  is  "designed  to 
deliver  a  high  volume  of  firepower." 

I  also  mean  long  guns  like  the  Norinco  or  Polytech  AK-47.  Origi- 
nally designed  for  use  by  the  Soviet  Army  and  now  banned  from 
importation,  the  AK-47  is  today  the  criminal's  second  most  popular 
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assault  weapon.  Like  the  TEC-9,  it  comes  equipped  with  a  high- 
capacity  detachable  magazine  allowing  the  owner  to  fire  dozens  of 
rounds  of  ammunition  without  reloading.  It  has  a  pistol  grip  that 
allows  the  gun  to  be  sprayed-fired  about  from  the  hip  and  also 
helps  to  stabilize  the  gun  during  rapid  fire.  And  it  has  a  folding 
stock,  which  reduces  its  accuracy  in  firing,  but  which  makes  it  far 
more  concealable  and  mobile. 

Critics  of  the  assault  weapons  ban  say  that  it  is  unfair  to  label 
these  guns  as  assault  weapons.  There  is  nothing  unfair  about  it  at 
all.  That  is  how  the  gun  industry  itself  refers  to  these  weapons.  In 
1986,  Gun  Digest — considered  by  many  to  be  the  bible  of  the  gun 
industry — first  published  a  book  entitled  "The  Gun  Digest  Book  of 
Assault  Weapons."  Here  is  what  they  had  to  say  about  a  few  of  the 
weapons  they  test-fired  for  their  second  edition: 

The  Cobray  Mil/Nine  bears  a  striking  resemblance  to  the  Ingram  Mil  sub- 
machinegun,  because  it  is  basically  the  same  gun.  Current  manufacture  is  made  in 
semiautomatic; 

The  Spectre,  now  being  imported  by  F.I.E.,  is  a  semiautomatic  clone  of  the  Spectre 
submachinegun  that  is  being  manufactured  in  Italy.  If  you  can't  have  the  steak,  you 
can  still  have  the  sizzle. 

These  types  of  weapons  have  no  place  in  our  communities.  They 
are  brutal  killing  machines.  The  assault  weapons  sold  in  this  coun- 
try do  not  kill  enemy  soldiers  and  they  don't  kill  many  deer  or  an- 
telope. They  kill  people.  They  kill  mothers  and  fathers.  They  kill 
sons  and  daughters.  They  kill  brothers  and  sisters.  They  kill  adults 
and,  yes,  they  kill  children. 

Five  years  ago,  a  drifter  by  the  name  of  Patrick  Purdy  wandered 
into  a  Stockton  schoolyard,  armed  with  an  AK-47.  Within  seconds, 
he  killed  5  children  and  wounded  29  others.  Since  then,  hundreds 
more  have  died  in  the  spray  firing  of  these  weapons.  And  hundreds 
more  will  die  unless  we  act  now. 

We  don't  need  these  kinds  of  weapons.  What  we  need  is  a  ban 
on  their  production.  It  is  really  just  that  simple. 

Thank  you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Sarah. 

Jim. 

STATEMENT  OF  JIM  BRADY,  HANDGUN  CONTROL,  INC. 

Mr.  Brady.  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  this  distinguished 
committee,  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  testify  before  you 
today  on  this  matter  of  grave  concern. 

As  a  victim  of  gun  violence,  I  share  the  pain  and  frustration  of 
these  people  whose  lives  have  been  shattered  by  random  gunfire. 
And  I  am  one  of  the  lucky  ones.  I  survived.  But  I  know  that  if  John 
Hinckley  had  had  a  TEC-9  or  a  MAC- 10,  neither  President 
Reagan  nor  I  would  be  around  today. 

Military-style  assault  weapons  are  quite  simply  weapons  of  war. 
They  are  designed  solely  for  use  in  combat.  Their  purpose  is  to 
mow  down  human  beings — as  many  as  possible,  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible. 

I  have  been  a  hunter  all  my  life,  and  I  know  that  unless  you 
want  your  game  presliced  and  prediced,  you  don't  use  a  TEC-9  or 
an  AK-47.  In  most  States,  you  can't  even  go  hunting  with  more 
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than  five  or  seven  rounds  of  ammunition.  Why  is  it,  we  Americans 
protect  our  game  better  than  we  protect  our  fellow  man  or  woman? 

This  country  has  taken  an  important  step  forward  on  the  path 
to  a  safer  society.  The  Brady  law  is  already  showing  positive  re- 
sults. Criminals  are  being  stopped  from  the  cash  £ind  carry  sale  of 
handguns  now  in  every  State.  But  the  American  people  recognize 
there  is  much  more  that  needs  to  be  done  to  ensure  that  the  next 
generation  has  a  chance  to  live  safe  from  the  fear  of  flying  bullets. 
Seventy-seven  percent  of  Americans  support  a  ban  on  the  manufac- 
ture and  sale  of  semiautomatic  assault  weapons.  That  is  77  percent 
of  your  constituents. 

I  have  been  in  politics  all  my  life,  involved  in  campaigns  from 
dogcatcher  to  President  of  the  United  States.  If  there  is  one  thing 
I  have  learned,  it  is  that  it  pays  to  listen  when  more  than  three 
out  of  four  voters  agree  on  something. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Jim.  You  have  learned  a  lot  of  things, 
many  more  things  than  that. 

Mr.  Brady.  I  have  learned  a  lot  from  you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  It  is  mutual,  Jim.  It  is  an  honor  once  again. 

We  now  have  Steve  Sposato,  joined  by  his  daughter,  Meghan, 
who  is  a  beautiful  little  girl. 

How  old? 

Mr.  Sposato.  Twenty  months  old. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  She  is  beautiful. 

STATEMENT  OF  STEVE  SPOSATO,  LAFAYETTE,  CA 

Mr.  Sposato.  I  am  here  today  to  inform  you  of  the  impact  a 
semiautomatic  assault  weapon  had  on  my  family  July  1,  1993,  at 
a  business  office,  101  California  Street  in  San  Francisco. 

My  wife  Jody,  my  daughter,  and  I  were  a  wonderful  family,  part 
of  the  fabric  of  American  society.  Our  marriage  was  strong,  our 
love  was  limitless,  and  creating  life  of  this  little  girl  here  was  the 
precious  moment  in  both  our  lives.  We  both  loved  life,  the  outdoors, 
and  life  in  America.  Our  lives  revolved  around  each  other,  and  to- 
gether, our  lives  revolved  around  this  little  girl. 

Today,  you  are  looking  at  what  is  left  of  my  family.  The  ability 
of  a  psychotic  to  purchase  an  assault  weapon,  an  IntraTEC  DC-9, 
over  the  counter  in  Nevada,  has  denied  my  wife  Jody  her  right  to 
life.  It  has  denied  this  little  girl,  on  my  lap,  the  right  to  her  moth- 
er, and  it  has  denied  me  the  liberty  of  a  life  with  a  woman  with 
whom  I  chose  to  spend  the  next  half  century.  These  are  the  bonds 
that  are  shot  apart  when  assault  weapons  are  used. 

Take  a  good  look,  America.  Not  hands,  not  feet,  these  are  the 
facts.  Whatever  happened  to  the  inalienable  right  to  life,  liberty, 
and  the  pursuit  of  happiness?  For  me,  that  pursuit  was  shattered 
by  an  IntraTEC  DC-9  assault  weapon  on  a  normal,  sunny,  busi- 
ness-day afternoon  in  San  Francisco.  My  wife  was  shot  not  once, 
not  twice,  not  three  times,  not  four  times;  she  was  shot  five  times 
after  her  lawyer  was  shot  six  times.  The  traditional  revolvers  used 
by  our  police  departments  in  America  would  need  to  be  reloaded  to 
fire  that  many  shots  but  not  an  assault  weapon,  not  the  one  used 
in  this  attack. 

The  impact  on  my  life  is  devastating.  My  life  is  completely  shat- 
tered. The  impact  on  Meghan's  life  is  incredibly  traumatic.  She  lost 
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her  mother  at  the  age  of  10  months.  You  can't  imagine  the  pain; 
your  brain  won't  let  you  imagine  this  much  pain.  I  don't  know  how 
many  of  you  have  taken  a  trip  to  the  coroner's  office  to  look  at  the 
most  important  person  in  your  life  lying  there  lifeless  with  the  life 
shot  out  of  them  with  five  bullet  holes  in  their  body.  No  one,  abso- 
lutely no  one,  should  have  to  experience  this  kind  of  trauma  and 
pain. 

My  wife's  last  words  were,  "I  am  having  trouble  breathing,"  and 
then  she  died  on  the  floor  of  a  conference  room,  alone.  The  sight 
of  our  10-month-old  daughter,  Meghan,  placing  dirt  on  her  mother's 
grave  is  a  sight  and  a  pain  that  I  pray  no  other  person  must  expe- 
rience in  their  life.  Can  any  of  you  advise  me  how  to  tell  a  1-year- 
old  that  mommy  is  dead?  Perhaps  the  manufacturer  of  the 
IntraTEC  DC-9  assault  weapon  should  publish  this  information  in 
the  instruction  manual  of  its  murderous  product. 

The  most  important  reason  I  am  here  today  is  because  I  feel 
sorry  for  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  in  this  country  who 
will  feel  my  pain.  The  people  who  are  next  don't  know  who  they 
are  or  when  their  tragedy  will  occur.  But  it  will. 

Assault  weapons  of  the  kind,  used  to  brutally  murder  my  wife, 
seven  others,  and  injure  many  more,  clearly  threaten  the  well- 
being  of  our  most  important  natural  resource,  our  people.  The  laws 
that  permit  the  use  and  sale  of  semiautomatic  weapons  in  the 
United  States  must  change.  They  must  change.  Current  laws  are 
inconsistent.  Weapons  of  mass  destruction  are  outlawed.  Fully 
automatic  machineguns  are  outlawed.  Assault  weapons  should  also 
be  outlawed.  What  further  evidence  is  required  to  classify  an  as- 
sault weapon  as  a  weapon  of  mass  destruction,  eight  dead  and  six 
wounded  by  one  psychotic. 

I  am  not  here  to  plead  your  compassion.  I  am  here  to  try  to  re- 
gain my  faith  in  this  country,  which  will  ultimately  be  determined 
when  Congress  passes  laws  to  protect  Meghan's  right  to  life.  The 
brutal  murder  of  my  wife  was  the  most  blatant  act  against  my  fam- 
ily's freedom  that  could  possibly  have  been  committed. 

I  am  asking  for  change.  This  is  a  time  of  change  in  every  sector 
of  the  American  way  of  life  except  for  government.  I  am  a  reg- 
istered Republican  and  frankly,  folks,  my  party  has  really  let  me 
down  on  this  one.  I  am  embarrassed  to  be  a  Republican.  It  is  about 
life,  not  about  politics;  and  it  is  about  death  in  the  case  of  my  wife. 

The  story  I  tell  is  but  one  story  in  this  country.  What  about  the 
16-year-old  girl  who  died  in  Indianapolis  last  October  when  more 
than  50  rounds  from  an  AK-47  ripped  through  a  housing  complex? 

What  about  the  mother,  her  4-month-old  twins  and  her  8-year- 
old  daughter  killed  last  October  in  New  Orleans  by  a  jealous  hus- 
band armed  with  an  AK-47  and  a  MAC- 11? 

What  about  the  woman  and  her  9-year-old  child  and  the  other 
five  who  were  wounded  in  an  El  Cajon  parking  lot  last  October 
when  a  sniper  opened  fire  with  a  Colt  AR-15.  Hunting? 

What  about  Christy  Lynn  Hamilton  and  the  victims  of  the  Long 
Island  Rail  Road  shooting? 

The  most  difficult  thing  for  me  to  understand  is  why  Jody  and 
all  these  others  had  to  die  to  bring  attention  to  this  issue  of  ban- 
ning assault  weapons  and  high-capacity  magazines.  How  many 
more  victims  have  to  die  until  Congress  acts? 
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Why  do  Meghan  and  I  have  to  bring  our  scars  to  Washington  and 
bare  them  to  you?  You  know  the  statistics,  the  facts  regarding  the 
carnage  from  assault  weapons.  You  have  seen  the  weapons  them- 
selves. They  are  right  here.  I  don't  need  to  be  here  for  that  pur- 
pose. I  must  then  be  here  to  reaffirm  the  grieving,  and  that  I  can 
do  extremely  well,  for  no  one  grieves  more  than  I. 

How  long  must  the  parade  of  amputee  families  be?  How  many 
must  the  march  of  the  participants  be,  the  mourners  and  the 
maimed?  How  long  before  our  Government  takes  action? 

Death  from  guns  could  overtake  death  from  automobiles  next 
year.  Citizens  of  America  have  decided  that  lives  are  more  impor- 
tant than  pinstripes  and  chrome,  and  the  Government  responded. 
Our  automobiles  and  roads  today  are  safer — excluding,  of  course, 
the  carjackings  with  guns  and  drive-by  shootings.  The  families  of 
this  country  have  decided  that  we  have  had  enough  of  assault 
weapons,  but  only  you  have  the  power  to  ban  their  manufacture. 
If  you,  our  elected  representatives,  refuse  to  take  action,  where  do 
we  go  for  help?  How  do  we  stop  the  killing  brought  by  these  weap- 
ons? 

Please,  make  this  country  a  safer  place  for  Meghan  and  for  all 
Americans  to  live.  I  cannot  bring  Jody  back,  but  hopefully,  one  day 
I  can  tell  this  little  girl  that  her  mother's  death  may  have  pre- 
vented the  death  of  others  and  therefore  wasn't  entirely  in  vain. 

I  would  like  to  submit  into  the  record  a  book  I  wrote  for  Meghan. 
It  has  a  blue  cover.  I  encourage  all  of  you  to  read  it  to  your  chil- 
dren, your  grandchildren,  or  somebody's  children.  It  is  a  sad  story, 
but  it  ends  on  a  hopeful  note  because  a  story  told  to  a  child  must 
offer  some  hope. 

[The  information  was  retained  in  subcommittee  files.] 

Mr.  Sposato.  The  hope  in  this  story  is  right  here  in  this  room, 
it  is  right  here.  It  is  the  hope  that  the  production  of  these  weapons 
of  war  for  civilian  use  can  be  stopped. 

On  behalf  of  our  daughter,  Meghan  Marie,  and  other  young 
Americans  who  will  potentially  live  longer,  more  productive  and 
less  fearful  lives,  I  ask  your  help. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Sposato. 

Ms.  Scully.  We  are  limited  in  microphones  here,  so  we  have  to 
either  pass  them  down  or  switch  seats. 

STATEMENT  OF  MICHELLE  SCULLY,  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

Ms.  Scully.  Good  morning.  I  would  like  to  thank  the  chairman 
and  the  committee  for  inviting  me  here  today.  I  am  here  on  behalf 
of  widows  across  this  country  who  have  lost  their  husbands  to  gun 
violence,  especially  the  gun  violence  wrought  by  assault  weapons, 
victims  and  widows  such  as  Marilyn  Merrill,  who  is  in  this  room 
today,  who  lost  her  husband  in  the  same  incident  as  I  on  July  1, 
1993. 

I  am  here  to  tell  you  that  assault  weapons  are  used  in  crime  and 
in  a  very  devastating  manner.  Last  July  1  began  with  my  husband, 
John,  and  I,  driving  to  work  together  in  San  Francisco,  CA.  We 
were  making  plans  for  a  long  Fourth  of  July  weekend.  By  3  o'clock 
that  afternoon  our  plans  for  the  weekend  and  our  entire  lives  were 
shattered  when  a  madman  armed  with  two  semiautomatic  assault 
weapons,  a  45-caliber  pistol  and  over  a  hundred  rounds  of  ammuni- 
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tion  entered  my  husband's  law  firm.  Within  a  matter  of  minutes, 
eight  people  were  dead,  including  my  husband,  and  six  others  were 
injured,  including  myself. 

John  and  I  had  been  married  just  9  months,  but  we  had  been  in 
love  for  9  years.  We  felt  incredibly  lucky  to  have  each  other  as  life- 
time companions  and  looked  forward  to  a  long  life  together. 

I  was  working  in  an  empty  office  space  at  my  husband's  firm 
when  John  came  in  to  tell  me  that  shots  had  been  heard  upstairs. 
We  entered  the  hallway  in  an  effort  to  leave  the  building  and  wit- 
nessed a  young  man  being  shot  and  killed  right  in  front  of  us.  John 
and  I  looked  at  each  other  with  horror  and  amazement  in  our  eyes 
and  attempted  to  hide  in  a  nearby  office,  but  were  hunted  down  by 
this  man  armed  with  assault  weapons.  My  husband  unselfishly  and 
courageously  used  his  body  to  shield  mine  from  the  bullets  that 
were  coming  fast  and  furiously. 

When  the  shooting  finally  stopped,  I  opened  my  eyes  to  see  my 
husband  lying  on  the  floor  in  front  of  me  with  blood  coming  out  of 
his  nose  and  his  mouth.  He  had  been  shot  four  times  and  fatally 
wounded  in  the  chest.  I  had  been  shot  in  the  right  arm  and  spent 
the  next  half  hour  sitting  in  a  pool  of  blood  begging  my  husband 
to  stay  alive.  He  finally  looked  up  at  me  and  said,  "Michelle,  I  am 
dying.  I  love  you." 

I  have  not  been  the  same  since  that  moment.  I  now  go  through 
every  day  wishing  there  were  some  way  I  could  bring  him  back,  be- 
cause I  can't  stand  the  pain  and  the  loneliness  of  living  without 
him.  I  can't  stand  the  pain  on  the  faces  of  his  parents,  who  are  in 
this  room  today,  the  pain  on  the  faces  of  his  sisters,  his  brother, 
the  pain  on  the  faces  of  his  multitude  of  friends.  You  see,  it  was 
not  just  me  that  John  left  behind;  it  was  his  family  and  his  friends 
that  loved  him  deeply.  When  John  Scully  died  a  piece  of  everyone 
that  knew  him  died  because  he  touched  everyone  in  such  a  pro- 
found way. 

I  know  there  is  nothing  I  can  do  to  bring  John  back,  so  I  have 
committed  myself  to  preventing  other  John  Scullys  from  dying.  The 
paralysis  in  my  right  hand  and  the  scars  from  the  bullet  holes  in 
my  arm  are  constant  physical  reminders  of  the  tragedy  that  took 
my  husband's  life.  It  was  a  nightmare  I  would  rather  forget,  but 
I  cannot.  I  must  tell  my  story  so  that  others  may  be  spared  the  un- 
bearable pain,  the  grief,  the  loneliness,  the  nightmares. 

Unfortunately,  it  takes  stories  like  the  ones  you  are  hearing 
today  to  move  the  leaders  of  this  country  to  action,  to  remove  mili- 
tary-style assault  weapons  from  our  streets. 

These  are  not  hunting  or  sporting  weapons;  they  are  assault 
weapons,  designed  to  do  nothing  but  kill  a  large  number  of  people 
in  a  short  period  of  time,  and  that  is  exactly  what  they  do.  They 
have  no  place  on  our  streets,  in  our  schools,  or  in  our  office  build- 
ings. 

I  became  personally  involved  in  the  gun-control  movement  3 
months  after  my  husband's  death.  Since  then,  I  have  met  hundreds 
of  people  who  are  frightened  and  who  desperately  want  effective 
gun-control  legislation  passed  on  a  Federal  level.  These  people  are 
sick  and  tired  of  not  feeling  safe  in  their  neighborhoods,  homes, 
schools,  or  office  buildings.  They  are  tired  of  watching  the  children 
of  this  country  kill  each  other,  tired  of  watching  the  nightly  news 
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and  hearing  about  the  latest  random  shooting,  tired  of  the  carnage 
that  is  tearing  apart  the  fabric  of  this  country,  the  American  fam- 
ily, my  family. 

Some  may  argue  that  by  banning  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
assault  weapons  we  are  infringing  on  some  individual's  alleged 
right  to  own  a  gun  in  this  country.  I  would  ask  you,  as  the  leaders 
of  this  Nation,  to  think  about  my  husband's  right  to  life,  my  right 
to  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness  to  live  out  my  life  with  the 
person  I  loved  and  married — the  right  of  every  American  to  live 
free  of  fear  that  they  may  be  gunned  down  on  their  way  to  the  gro- 
cery store  or  on  their  way  home  from  work;  the  right  of  children 
in  this  country  to  be  able  to  go  to  school  and  play  outside  without 
the  fear  of  being  shot. 

The  American  people  have  spoken  and  now  it  is  time  for  their 
leaders  to  act.  There  was  nothing  I  could  do  to  save  my  husband's 
life,  but  there  is  something  you  can  do  as  leaders  of  this  country 
to  save  the  lives  of  many,  many  others. 

My  husband  John  committed  the  ultimate  act  of  bravery  when 
he  saved  my  life  from  a  madman's  bullets.  All  I  am  asking  of  you 
today  is  to  find  the  courage  to  pass  a  piece  of  legislation,  an  assault 
weapons  ban  that  will  save  lives  and  many  others  from  the  pain 
and  loss  that  I  will  carry  with  me  for  the  rest  of  my  life. 

I  thank  you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you. 

Next,  we  have  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Locicero,  whom  Marge  Roukema  will 
introduce.  Their  daughter  was  killed  in  the  Long  Island  Rail  Road 
shooting.  The  gun  in  that  slaughter  was  not  an  assault  weapon, 
but  the  15-round  magazine  gun  that  the  killer  used  would  be 
banned  under  the  bill  we  are  considering.  In  fact,  the  major  dif- 
ference between  the  two  pictures  there  is  how  many  bullets  are  in 
the  magazine  and  that  is  something  we  are  trying  to  get  at  here. 

Marge. 

STATEMENT  OF  HON.  MARGE  ROUKEMA,  A  REPRESENTATIVE 
IN  CONGRESS  FROM  THE  STATE  OF  NEW  JERSEY 

Mrs.  Roukema.  Good  morning. 

Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  appreciate  your  giving  me  the 
privilege  of  being  here  to  introduce  my  constituents.  And  I  want  to 
state  unequivocally,  as  a  cosponsor  and  as  a  Republican,  that  I  give 
my  full  support  to  this  subcommittee's  efforts  to  end  this  national 
epidemic  of  violence.  We  know  it  and  the  American  people  know  it: 
we  must  take  action  to  end  the  proliferation  of  assault  weapons. 
Make  no  mistake  about  it.  As  has  been  stated  by  you,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, and  others  testifying  today,  these  are  not  hunters'  weapons 
or  sportsmen's  guns,  but  they  are  military-style  weapons  of  war. 

I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  before  I  introduce  my  con- 
stituents to  quote  from  a  very  famous  Republican  on  precisely  this 
subject,  because  I  think  it  adds  to  the  hearing  today.  Former  Sen- 
ator Barry  Goldwater  is  quoted  as  saying,  "I  don't  see  why  they 
ever  made  semiautomatics.  I  have  never  used  an  automatic  or  a 
semiautomatic  for  hunting.  There  is  no  need  to.  There  is  no  place 
in  anybody's  arsenal  for  them." 

And  using  his  usual  colorful  language,  he  goes  on  to  say,  "And 
if  £iny — expletive  deleted — can't  hit  a  deer  with  one  shot,  then  he 
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ought  to  quit  shooting,"  from  Barry  Goldwater.  I  thought  you  would 
appreciate  that. 

Our  colleagues  in  the  other  body  have  understood  this  very  well, 
and  have  included  the  provisions  of  your  legislation,  Mr.  Chairman, 
in  their  own  crime  bill  last  fall. 

I  do  again  thank  you  for  the  extraordinary  privilege  of  being  here 
this  morning  to  introduce  two  people  who  better  than  any  can  put 
a  human  face  on  the  issue  of  firearm  violence,  my  constituents 
Jacob  and  Arlene  Locicero  of  Hawthorne,  NJ.  Jack  and  Arlene  lost 
their  eldest  daughter.  Amy  Locicero  Federici,  when  a  deranged 
gunman  opened  fire  on  the  Long  Island  Rail  Road.  That  received 
national  notoriety;  six  persons  were  killed.  The  gunman  used  a  9- 
mm  semiautomatic  pistol,  and  you  described  the  mechanics  of  that. 

In  the  aftermath  of  this  tragedy,  Jack  and  Arlene  came  to  me 
and  explained  their  interest,  that  in  their  mourning,  they  have  an- 
other mission,  to  ensure  that  Amy's  death  is,  "not  just  another  sta- 
tistic." 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  impressed  me  and  that  was  the  reason  I 
called  you  to  ask  if  they  could  please  be  on  this  panel.  It  impressed, 
Mr.  Chairman,  a  lot  of  other  groups  and  I  would  like  to  ask  permis- 
sion to  include  in  the  record  of  this  hearing  a  People  magazine  arti- 
cle and  a  Woman's  Day  article  from  April  5  and  April  11  that  tell 
the  story  of  the  Lociceros  and  the  aftermath.  Amy  will  not  be  just 
another  statistic. 

I  would  also  like  to  recognize  the  effort  of  their  daughter  Carrie, 
who  is  not  here  today  and  is  a  student  at  Gettysburg  College.  She 
has  mobilized  the  college  there  in  the  same  way. 

I  am  grateful  for  the  opportunity  to  present  the  Lociceros,  and 
I  would  like  to  say  that  I  hope  that  we  can  all  be  moved  to  action 
so  that  the  suffering  of  the  Lociceros  and  others  on  this  panel  will 
not  be  repeated  and  that,  indeed,  we  will  fulfill  our  obligation  as 
a  Congress  to  ensure  domestic  tranquillity  and  provide  for  the  gen- 
eral welfare. 

Jacob  and  Arlene  Locicero. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you.  Marge. 

Please  proceed  as  you  wish,  Mr.  or  Mrs.  Locicero. 

STATEMENT  OF  JACOB  LOCICERO,  HAWTHORNE,  NJ 

Mr.  Locicero.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the 
committee.  We  wanted  to  thank  you  for  giving  us  the  opportunity 
to  come  and  testify  before  you  today. 

December  7,  1941;  December  7,  1993.  The  same  date,  the  same 
violence,  the  same  result — death. 

Gunshots  broke  the  peacefulness  of  the  hour  on  both  occasions, 
and  on  the  prior  date,  the  day  of  infamy,  plunged  us  into  a  world 
war  where  the  resolve  of  the  country  defeated  the  aggressors. 

On  the  second  date,  a  lone  gunman  with  a  legally  purchased 
Ruger  semiautomatic  9-mm  handgun  containing  a  15-round  clip, 
systematically  walked  up  and  down  the  aisle  of  the  crowded  5:33^ 
Long  Island  Rail  Road  commuter  train  out  of  Penn  Station  and 
fired  15  rounds,  reloaded,  and  continued  firing  until  three  brave 
commuters  subdued  him  as  he  tried  to  reload  once  again.  The  car- 
nage initially  left  20  injured  and  5  fatally  shot.  The  sixth  victim 
to  die.  Amy  Locicero  Federici,  age  27,  succumbed  5  days  later. 
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The  lethal  weapon  was  purchased  legally  in  California  when  the 
gunman  filed  a  $17.86  Federal  Justice  Department  certificate, 
waited  the  prescribed  15  days  and  paid  $299.99.  He  then  walked 
out  of  the  gun  shop  without  having  to  demonstrate  any  firearm 
competence  whatsoever  and  brought  the  weapon  across  country  to 
New  York. 

Clearly,  the  absence  of  a  nationwide  policy  on  gun  control  con- 
tributed mightily  toward  the  LIRR  massacre.  The  magazine  capac- 
ity of  the  Ruger  9-mm  permitted  rapid  and  continuous  firing.  The 
end  result  was  multiple  casualties  in  seconds.  Hunting  shotguns 
have  limited  shell  capacity  governed  by  State  laws.  We  protect  wild 
animals;  we  do  not  protect  human  beings.  Surely  the  11th  through 
the  15th  victims  of  each  clip  would  be  unscathed  today,  alive  today, 
if  we  did. 

The  indiscriminate  killing  of  children  in  our  cities  and  suburbs 
must  stop.  The  LIRR  massacre  shocked  the  Nation  because  people 
are  vulnerable  to  the  gun.  We  all  should  be  no  less  shocked  by  vio- 
lence occurring  each  day,  every  week,  every  month,  everywhere. 

We  as  a  family  call  upon  all  citizens  of  this  beloved  land,  the 
Government  itself,  the  National  Rifle  Association,  the  American  Le- 
gion and  any  other  group  who  can  effectively  impact  gun  control  to 
reason  together  now  for  the  good  of  the  Nation  and  its  people. 
What  could  be  the  result?  Life  without  more  days  of  infamy.  Let 
the  resolve  of  this  House  again  defeat  the  aggressors. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Locicero. 

Mrs.  Locicero. 

STATEMENT  OF  ARLENE  LOCICERO,  HAWTHORNE,  NJ 

Mrs.  Locicero.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  this 
committee. 

Since  its  inception,  this  body  of  lawmakers  has  had  a  responsibil- 
ity to  all  citizens  of  our  Nation  to  provide  for  the  Nation's  tran- 
quillity. In  this  decade,  the  failure  of  this  body  to  confront  issues 
of  effective  gun  control,  rampant  violence,  and  abusive  drug  use 
has  resulted  in  chaos  and  death  on  the  streets,  in  mass  transit,  and 
in  the  homes  of  our  neighborhoods. 

Neglect,  avoidance,  perhaps  the  true  lack  of  understanding  of  the 
desire  of  our  citizens  to  live  in  safety  need  to  be  addressed  and, 
with  courage,  need  to  be  reexamined.  Confrontation  is,  in  fact, 
upon  us  all.  I  am  here  to  confront  one  issue,  the  misuse  of  auto- 
matic assault  weapons,  weapons  of  war.  One  such  weapon  killed 
our  widowed  daughter  on  the  afternoon  of  December  7,  1993. 

Make  no  mistake,  that  bullet  could  have  entered  your  child's  ca- 
rotid artery  as  easily  as  it  did  hers.  That  bullet  could  have  caused 
your  grandchild's  lungs  to  fill  up  with  gurgling  blood  as  easily  as 
it  did  hers.  That  bullet  could  have  deprived  your  daughter's  brain 
of  11  pints  of  life-giving  blood  and  could  have  caused  a  massive 
stroke  as  easily  as  it  did  hers.  That  bullet  could  have  caked  with 
blood  your  son's  every  fingernail,  your  infant's  every  strand  of  hair 
as  easily  as  it  did  hers. 

Confrontation  with  a  gun  held  by  a  criminal  or  someone  un- 
trained in  its  use  is  the  citizen's  daily  fear.  It  became  our  daugh- 
ter's reality. 
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This  Nation's  citizens  are  not  in  favor  of  easy  laws.  They  are 
tired  of  being  victims  in  a  democracy  whose  Constitution  guaran- 
tees peace  instead  of  street  war. 

The  time  is  now.  Legislate  effective  gun  laws  and  ban  the  assault 
weapons  in  the  hands  of  anyone  whose  job  does  not  require  it.  You 
are  in  the  very  best  position,  knowing  the  pulse  of  this  Nation,  to 
make  the  changes  necessary  to  stop  guns  from  taking  the  lives  of 
your  children  and  of  mine.  Become  the  courageous  legislature  that 
finally  brings  about  this  tranquillity.  My  family,  all  families,  await 
your  response  to  this  responsibility. 

I  thank  you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Mrs.  Locicero  and  Mr.  Locicero. 

Next  we  have  Mr.  Brondell. 

STATEMENT  OF  KEN  BRONDELL,  JR.,  CANYON  COUNTRY,  CA 

Mr.  Brondell.  Mr.  Chairman,  members  of  the  committee,  on 
February  18,  1994,  my  sister,  Officer  Christy  Brondell  Hamilton, 
graduated  from  the  Los  Angeles  Police  Academy.  She  was  the  old- 
est recruit,  male  or  female,  ever  to  accomplish  this  feat.  Every 
member  of  my  family  was  filled  with  pride  for  Christy,  but  our  dad, 
a  retired  L.A.P.D.  sergeant,  who  served  the  department  for  30 
years,  all  but  floated  to  the  stage  as  he  helped  present  my  sister 
with  her  certificate. 

The  elation  was  to  be  short-lived.  In  less  than  4  days,  Christy 
was  killed. 

At  about  1:30  on  the  morning  of  February  22  her  unit  was  dis- 
patched to  a  report  of  shots  fired  at  an  address  in  a  normally 
peaceful  neighborhood  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

When  they  arrived,  two  other  units  were  already  on  the  scene  as 
shots  rang  out.  Christy  ducked  behind  the  door  of  her  police  car 
and  reached  in  for  her  portable  radio  as  bullets  struck  the  car.  One 
of  those  rounds  passed  through  the  door  and  into  my  sister's  body, 
killing  her  instantly. 

The  house  to  which  the  police  were  dispatched  was  owned  by  a 
47-year-old  gun  collector.  He  was  a  widower  and  the  father  of  a 
teenaged  son.  His  relationship  with  this  17-year-old  son  was 
strained.  The  boy  did,  however,  share  his  father's  interest  in  fire- 
arms. 

On  the  afternoon  of  February  21,  the  boy  told  a  friend  that  he 
intended  to  kill  his  dad  and  shoot  some  cops.  The  friend  later  said 
that  he  thought  he  had  talked  him  out  of  it,  but  at  1:30  a.m.  he 
used  the  rifle  to  shoot  and  kill  his  father,  that  same  father  who  had 
bought  his  son  an  assault  rifle  with  the  expectation  that  the  weap- 
on would  bring  them  closer. 

He  then  called  the  police  with  the  intent  to  shoot  them,  and  after 
successfully  killing  my  sister,  he  took  his  own  life. 

Gentlemen,  this  tragedy  did  not  occur  in  a  gang  fight  or  during 
a  holdup  or  a  robbery.  An  underage  boy  was  handed  a  weapon  of 
war  in  the  same  way  that  most  of  us  give  our  youngsters  bicycles. 

Prior  to  arming  my  sister  and  sending  her  to  patrol  the  streets, 
she  was  psychologically  evaluated  and  screened.  She  had  been 
carefully  trained  on  the  use  of  deadly  force.  As  a  police  officer,  she 
would  not  have  been  allowed,  except  as  a  member  of  a  special 
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forces  SWAT  team,  to  use  a  rifle  like  the  one  that  was  used  against 
her. 

In  order  for  the  weapon  to  be  provided  that  killed  my  sister,  the 
only  real  prerequisite  was  that  its  purchaser  had  cash  or  a  credit 
card. 

Sadly,  we  live  in  a  world  where  such  weapons  are  sometimes  nec- 
essary. Our  Armed  Forces  and  police  officers  need  to  be  able  to  de- 
fend our  country  and  preserve  the  peace.  I  carried  such  a  weapon 
myself  for  a  year  in  Vietnam  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century  ago. 
For  private  citizens,  however,  to  have  access  to  these  weapons  in- 
vites violence  and  death  in  the  communities  where  we  live  and 
work.  Children  at  play  in  their  own  yards  are  too  easily  caught  in 
the  crossfire. 

Many  people  fear  enemies  that  only  exist  in  their  own  minds. 
There  are  great  numbers  of  our  fellow  citizens  who  are  mentally 
or  emotionally  ill.  All  too  often,  we  pick  up  our  newspaper  only  to 
read  of  another  mass  killing  in  a  workplace,  in  a  restaurant  or  a 
schoolyard. 

Drive-by  shootings  are  commonplace  in  major  cities.  As  more  and 
more  cheap  assault  rifles  become  available,  we  can  all  look  forward 
to  the  possibility  of  reading  the  names  of  people  we  care  about  list- 
ed as  victims  of  random  gunfire. 

We  cannot  make  our  streets  absolutely  safe.  We  cannot  stop  mur- 
der entirely.  We  cannot  guarantee  that  any  of  us  will  survive  even 
until  tomorrow.  But  we  can  take  a  step  that  will  make  us  all  a  lit- 
tle safer  today  and  a  lot  more  secure  in  the  future.  We  can  elimi- 
nate the  further  importation,  manufacture  and  sale  of  assault  rifles 
to  all  but  those  whose  business  it  is  to  protect  and  defend  us  all. 

Assault  rifles  are  made  to  kill.  People  who  intentionally  or  inad- 
vertently supply  assault  rifles  to  children,  the  mentally  ill,  and  to 
criminals  share  the  responsibility  for  the  victims  of  these  weapons 
of  war. 

Thank  you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you. 

And  I  know  for  many  of  you  this  testimony  has  not  been  easy, 
and  I  appreciate  your  being  here. 

Dr.  Milzman. 

STATEMENT  OF  DR.  DAVID  MILZMAN,  ASSOCIATE  DIRECTOR, 
TRAUMA  SERVICES,  GEORGETOWN  MEDICAL  CENTER, 
WASHINGTON,  DC 

Dr.  Milzman.  I  would  like  to  begin  by  thanking  this  committee 
for  the  opportunity  to  testify  at  this  hearing.  It  is  rare  for  one  like 
myself  to  relate  to  nonmedical  personnel  a  real  "view  from  the 
trenches."  For  the  most  part,  I  am  a  clinician  and  teacher  of  medi- 
cal students  and  resident  physicians.  Today,  I  step  out  the  emer- 
gency department  and  trauma  center  to  share  some  of  the  plain 
facts  on  the  effect  that  assault-type  weapons  have  on  the  victims' 
injuries  and  their  outcomes.  I  will  detail  the  following  points: 

First,  that  assault  weapons,  by  their  very  nature  of  high-velocity 
missiles — or  bullets,  as  commonly  referred  to — fired  in  automatic  or 
semiautomatic  fashion,  lead  to  greater  numbers  of  injured  victims 
with  worse  injuries  and  significantly  increase  morbidity  and  mor- 
tality compared  to  other  firearm  wounds. 
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Second,  that  penetrating  traumatic  injuries  have  steadily  in- 
creased in  the  past  5  years,  somewhat  as  a  result  of  these  assault 
weapons. 

And  third,  that  despite  all  the  technical  advances  in  medical 
therapeutic  breakthroughs  that  we  have  made  in  trauma  care,  such 
multiple  wounds  and  increased  severity  of  increased  injury  from 
assault  weapons  lead  to  increased  mortality  rates,  with  many  of 
these  victims  never  even  surviving  for  physicians  to  deliver  care. 

It  has  been  4  years  since  the  AMA  Council  on  Scientific  Affairs 
submitted  the  following  resolution  stating  that  the  AMA  supported 
appropriate  legislation  that  would  restrict  the  sale  and  private 
ownership  of  large-clip,  high-rate-of-fire  automatic  and  semiauto- 
matic firearms,  or  any  weapon  that  is  modified  or  redesigned  to  op- 
erate as  a  large-clip,  high-rate-of-fire  automatic  or  semiautomatic 
weapon. 

Such  assault  weapons  were  generally  considered  designed — ex- 
clusively designed  for  killing  people,  as  many  and  as  quickly  as 
possible. 

Unfortunately,  national  legislation  is  not  as  simple  as  a  group  of 
physicians,  many  of  us  who  treat  such  wounds,  reasonably  agreeing 
that  such  horrible  weapons  of  destruction  serve  no  public  good  and 
have  no  place  in  a  civilized  society. 

I  will  not  spend  the  short  time  which  I  have,  that  I  have  been 
given,  on  defining  assault  weapons  or  describing  statistical  data, 
the  increased  incidence  of  assault  weapon  injuries  and  increasing 
prevalence  of  these  assault  weapons  in  the  hands  of  young  persons 
involved  in  organized  crime  and  narcotics  crime  cases.  I  am  here 
to  say  that,  given  such  weapons  with  higher-velocity  missiles, 
spray-fire  capability,  and  high-capacity  magazines,  some  holding  up 
to  100  rounds,  that  each  individual  injury  is  worse  than  that  from 
a  handgun  and  that  the  number  of  injuries  per  victim,  as  well  as 
total  number  of  victims,  have  increased  significantly  due  to  those 
assault  weapons. 

It  is  not  difficult  to  understand  the  concept  that  given  an  assault 
weapon  with  a  single  trigger  pull  aimed  into  a  crowded  market, 
killing  or  wounding  10  persons  for  every  few  seconds  of  gunfire, 
that  this  is  truly  a  dangerous  weapon. 

The  assault  weapon  problem  is  best  described  in  a  1989  state- 
ment from  the  California  attorney  general's  office  that  "The  danger 
of  the  assault  weapon  is  not  yet  the  frequency  with  which  it  is  used 
in  crimes,  rather  the  danger  is  the  potential  each  assault  weapon 
confers  upon  an  individual  to  kill  and  wound  a  large  number  of 
people."  Little  did  they  know  how  true  this  would  ring. 

Wounds  from  high-velocity  assault  weapons  resemble  the  wounds 
inflicted  in  the  Vietnam  conflict  mostly  because  it  is  the  same 
weapons  or  similar  weapons  but  they  are  used  at  closer  range 
today.  These  wounds  are  multiple  and  massive,  requiring  imme- 
diate transport  and  treatment  at  a  trauma  center  to  have  any 
chance  of  survival. 

When  a  bullet  passes  through  living  tissue,  it  causes  massive 
devitalization  of  that  tissue  and  disruption  of  the  local  circulation. 
This  event,  combined  with  introduction  of  contaminated  foreign 
material  into  the  wound,  quickly  leads  to  tissue  breakdown  and  cell 
death.  High-velocity  wounds  from  assault  weapons  set  up  shock 
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waves  and  cause  cavitation  effects  resulting  in  far-reaching  and  un- 
predictable damage  to  body  sites  distant  from  the  actual  wound 
tract.  This  increased  destructive  tendency  for  assault  weapon  mis- 
siles can  be  found  in  the  tumble-like  trajectory  at  a  higher  muzzle 
velocity,  which  basically  makes  a  bigger  entrance  hole  or  wound 
and  tears  more  body  parts  while  imparting  more  shock  waves,  cre- 
ating tissue  and  organ  damage  to  sites  distant  to  the  actual  missile 
pathway. 

Over  200  years  ago,  John  Hunter,  a  British  military  surgeon, 
noted  that  higher  velocity  bullets  produce  wounds  that  often  are 
not  completely  understood  at  first,  in  many  cases,  and  it  is  impos- 
sible to  know  what  parts  are  killed  until  surgery,  when  the  devital- 
ized tissue  is  excised,  often  making  it  a  much  more  compUcated 
wound  than  was  first  known. 

Although  low-velocity  bullet  injuries  may  create  multiple 
wounds,  the  damage  is  localized  to  the  tissue  adjacent  to  the 
wound  tract  and  the  full  extent  of  the  injury  can  usually  be  deter- 
mined at  the  initial  event  of  surgery  without  the  need  for  multiple 
reoperations  and  extended  hospital  stays  and  with  higher  survival 
rates.  A  comparison  between  resulting  outcomes  from  high-  versus 
low-velocity  missile  wounds  in  trauma  victims  found  mortality 
rates  four  to  five  times  higher  for  those  resulting  from  the  high- 
velocity  assault  weapons  that  we  are  talking  about  today. 

In  terms  of  the  effect  assault  weapons  have  on  medical  resources 
and  hospital  costs,  one  has  only  to  look  at  the  growing  crisis  among 
the  level  I  trauma  centers  nationwide.  Any  increase  in  trauma  vic- 
tims, especially  with  increased  injury  severity  and  the  increased 
number  of  patients,  produces  a  strain  on  both  the  availability  of  re- 
sources and  finances. 

The  cost  for  hospital  treatment  of  firearm  injuries  are  substan- 
tial. In  a  recent  study,  the  initial  charge  was  well  over  $13,000, 
with  over  80  percent  of  most  charges  borne  directly  or  indirectly  by 
public  funds.  Daily  censuses  at  trauma  centers  may  range  up  to  30 
to  40  shooting  victims  a  day,  just  shooting  victims.  Typically,  we 
have  over  200  to  300  victims  per  month  at  the  average  level  I  trau- 
ma center. 

There  is  no  positive  outlook  possible.  The  majority  are  urban  vic- 
tims with  no  payment  recoverable  in  50  to  60  percent  of  the  cases. 
These  city  hospitals  are  forced  to  attempt  to  recover  these  bad 
debts  from  paying  patients,  but  then  find  it  increasingly  difficult  to 
compete  for  managed  care  contracts  with  nearby  suburban  hos- 
pitals who  do  not  service  the  same  knife  and  gun  club  trauma  pop- 
ulations of  no-pay,  no-insurance  patients. 

I  will  repeat,  I  am  a  clinician  and  an  educator.  I  had  hoped  to 
avoid  involvement  in  medical  finance  issues  and  such,  congres- 
sional hearings,  by  entering  academic  medicine.  However,  when  my 
hospital  can  no  longer  afford  needed  equipment  and  personnel  to 
provide  the  patient  care  that  I  require  and  my  colleagues  require 
to  treat  these  trauma  patients,  then  something  must  be  done. 

Assault  weapons  can  be  directly  linked  to  the  worsening  nation- 
wide trauma  center  crisis.  More  severely  injured  patients  and  more 
patients  injured  from  gunshot  wounds  overall  push  an  already 
overworked  and  near  bankrupt  system  to  the  brink  of  closure,  and 
that  is  reality. 
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Trauma  centers  exist  for  the  public  good,  and  if  hospital  financial 
officers  and  administrators  need  to  cut  losses  and  save  money,  clos- 
ing the  doors  to  a  trauma  center  makes  an  attractive  alternative. 

There  is  an  answer,  however.  In  the  past,  emergency  physicians 
and  trauma  surgeons  and  all  health  care  workers  have  identified 
preventive  measures  and  unsafe  practices,  then  worked  with  legis- 
lators to  enact  necessary  safety  legislation.  The  assault  weapons 
ban  is  another  step  at  removing  a  highly  dangerous  implement 
from  the  American  scene.  Much  like  the  intoxicated  driver,  this  is 
an  instrument  which  is  designed  to  kill  and  certainly  is  not  needed. 
These  weapons  produce  big  wounds  in  more  persons  and  resemble 
wartime  wounds  because  these  guns  are  the  same  ones,  if  not  more 
lethal  than  the  ones  used  during  wartime. 

In  the  past,  physicians  like  myself  received  their  penetrating 
trauma  training  in  combat  zones  when  the  country  was  at  war. 
Today,  although  few  in  my  generation  are  in  the  Armed  Forces,  we 
have  obtained  nearly  as  much  gunshot  wound  experience  in  the 
urban  trauma  centers  in  which  we  work. 

The  severity  of  wounds  from  assault  weapons  continues  to  in- 
crease and  the  casualties  are  no  different  from  wartime  injuries, 
with  one  exception.  The  victims  are  civilians  and  the  actual  num- 
ber are  on  a  par  with  wartime  deaths,  if  not  higher. 

Only  by  enacting  legislative  control  of  these  guns  can  the  tide  be 
turned. 

Thank  you  for  this  opportunity. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Dr.  Milzman. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Dr.  Milzman  follows:! 
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The  House  Judiciary  Committee's  Subcommittee  on  Crime  and  Criminal 
Justice:  Weapons  of  War  on  America's  Streets:  Legislative  hearing 
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Witness:   David  P.  Milzman,  MD,  FACEP 
Associate  Director,  Trauma  Services 
Attending  Emergency  Physician 
Georgetovm  University  Medical  Center 
Assistant  Professor  of  Emergency  Medicine 
Georgetown  University  School  of  Medicine 
Washington,  D.C. 

I  should  like  to  begin  by  thanking  this  committee  for  the 
opportunity  to  testify  at  this  hearing.  It  is  rare  for  one  like 
myself  to  relate  to  nonmedical  personnel  a  "view  form  the 
trenches",  basically  a  time  for  a  clinician  and  teacher  of  medical 
students  to  step  out  of  my  Emergency  Department  and  Trauma  Center 
in  order  to  share  the  plain  facts  on  the  effect  assault-type 
weapons  have  on  victim's  injuries  and  outcomes. 

I  will  detail  the  following  points:  1)  Assault  weapons  by  their 
very  nature  of  high-velocity  missile  fired  in  automatic  or  semi- 
automatic fashion  lead  to  greater  numbers  of  injured  victims  with 
worse  injuries  and  significantly  increased  morbidity  and  mortality 
compared  to  other  firearms  wounds;  2)  Penetrating  traumatic 
injuries  have  steadily  increased  in  the  past  5  years;  3)  Despite 
many  technical  advances  and  medical  therapeutic  breakthroughs  in 
trauma  care,  multiple  wounds  and  increased  severity  of  each  missile 
injury  fron  assault  weapons  lead  to  increased  mortality  rates  with 
many  of  these  victims  never  surviving  to  even  present  for  medical 
care. 

It  has  been  four  years  since  the  American  Medical  Association 
(AMA),  Council  on  Scientific  Affairs  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (264:A-89)  stating  that  "the  AMA  supports  appropriate 
legislation  that  would  restrict  the  sale  and  private  ownership  of 
large-clip,  high-rate-of-f ire  automatic  and  semiautomatic  firearms, 
or  any  weapon  that  is  modified  or  redesigned  to  operate  as  a  large- 
clip,  high-rate-of-f ire  automatic  or  semiautomatic  weapon."  Such 
assault  weapons,  were  generally  considered  designed  exclusively  for 
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killing  people,  as  many  and  as  quickly  as  possible.  Unfortunately, 
national  legislation  is  not  as  simple  as  a  group  of  physicians, 
many  of  whom  treat  such  wounds,  reasonably  agreeing  that  such 
horrible  weapons  of  destruction  serve  no  public  good  and  have  no 
place  in  a  civilized  society.  I  will  not  spend  the  short  time 
which  I  have  been  given  on  defining  assault  weapons,  or  describing 
in  statistical  data  the  increasing  incidence  of  assault  weapons 
injuries  and  increasing  prevalence  of  these  assault  weapons  in  the 
hands  of  young  persons  involved  in  organized  crime  and  narcotic 
cases . 

I  am  hear  to  say  that  given  such  weapons  with  higher  velocity 
missiles,  spray  fire  capability  and  high  capacity  magazines  (some 
available  holding  100  rounds)  that  each  individual  injury  is  worse 
than  that  from  a  hand  gun  and  that  the  number  of  injuries  per 
victim  as  well  as  total  number  of  victims  are  increased 
significantly.  It  is  not  difficult  to  understand  the  concept  that 
given  an  assault  weapon  with  a  single  trigger  pull  aimed  into  a 
crowded  market  killing  or  wounding  over  10  persons  every  few 
seconds  of  gunfire,  that  this  is  a  dangerous  weapon.  The  assault 
weapon  problem  is  best  described  in  a  statement  from  the  California 
Attorney  General's  Office  (Feb,  1989)  "The  danger  of  the  ... 
assault  weapon  is  not  yet  the  frequency  with  which  it  is  used  in 
crime  . . .  Rather  the  danger  is  the  potential  each  assault  weapon 
confers  upon  an  individual  to  kill  and  wouBd  a  large  number  of 
people" . 

Wounds  from  high-velocity  assault  weapons  resemble  the  wounds 
inflicted  in  the  Vietnam  conflict,  mostly  because  they  are  using 
the  same  or  similar  weapons  and  usually  from  closer  range.  These 
wounds  are  often  multiple  and  massive,  requiring  immediate 
transport  and  treatment  at  a  trauma  center  to  have  any  chance  at 
survival.  When  a  missile  (bullet)  passes  through  living  tissue  it 
causes  devitalization  of  that  tissue  and  disruption  of  the  local 
circulation.  This  event  combined  with  introduction  of  contaminated 
foreign  material  into  the  wound  quickly  leads  to  tissue  necrosis 
and  cellular  death.  High-velocity  wounds  from  assault  weapons  set 
up  shock  waves  and  cause  cavitation  effects,  resulting  in  far 
reaching  and  unpredictable  damage  to  body  sites  distant  from  the 
actual  wound  tract.  The  increased  destructive  tendency  for  assault 
weapon  missiles  can  be  found  in  the  tumble-like  trajectory  at  a 
higher  muzzle  velocity  which  basically  makes  a  bigger  entrance  hole 
(wound)  and  tears  more  body  parts  while  imparting  more  shock  waves 
creating  tissue  and  organ  damage  to  sites  distant  from  the  actual 
missile  pathway.   Over  200  years  prior,  John  Hunter,  a  British 
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military  surgeon,  noted  that  higher  velocity  missiles  produce 
wounds  that  "often  are  not  completely  understood  at  first  in  many 
cases  impossible  to  know  what  parts  are  killed"  ...  till  the 
devitalized  tissue  is  excised...  "often  making  it  a  much  more 
complicated  wound  than  was  first  known."  (J  Trauma  1991 ; 31 : 1181) 
Although  low-velocity  missile  injuries  may  also  create  multiple 
wounds,  the  damage  is  localized  to  the  tissues  adjacent  to  the 
wound  tract,  and  the  full  extent  of  the  injury  can  usually  be 
determined  at  the  initial  time  of  surgery,  without  the  need  for 
multiple  operations  and  extended  hospital  stays.  A  comparison 
between  resulting  outcomes  form  high-  vs  low-velocity  missile 
wounds  in  trauma  victims  found  mortality  rates  four  to  five  times 
higher  for  those  resulting  from  the  high-velocity  assault  weapons. 
(JAMA  1992, -267: 3067) 

In  terms  of  the  effect  assault  weapons  have  on  medical  resources 
and  hospital  costs,  one  only  has  to  look  into  the  growing  crisis 
among  closing  of  the  Level  I  (major)  Trauma  Centers  nationwide. 
Any  increase  in  trauma  victims,  especially  with  increased  injury 
severity  and/or  increased  number  of  patients  produces  both  a  strain 
on  availability  of  resources  and  finances. The  cost  for  hospital 
treatment  of  firearm  injuries  are  substantial.  In  one  recent  study 
the  initial  charge  per  case  was  $13,190  (J  Trauma  1992, -33: 556) 
with  over  80%  of  charges  borne  directly  or  indirectly  of  public 
funds. Daily  census  at  Trauma  Centers  may  range  to  40  shooting 
victims  a  day,  typically  between  200  -  300  victims  per  month. 
There  is  no  positive  outlook  possible.  The  majority  of  Trauma 
Centers  are  urban,  with  no  payment  recoverable  usually  in  over  50% 
-60%  of  cases.  These  city  hospitals  are  forced  to  attempt  to 
recover  this  bad  debt  from  paying  patients,  but  are  finding  it 
increasingly  difficult  to  compete  for  managed  care  contracts  with 
nearby  suburban  hospitals  who  do  not  service  the  same  "knife  and 
gun  club"  trauma  populations  of  no  pay,  no  insurance  patients. 

I  will  repeat  that  I  am  a  clinician  and  educator,  and  had  hoped  to 
avoid  involvement  in  medical  finance  issues  by  entering  academic 
medicine.  However,  when  my  hospital  can  no  longer  afford  needed 
equipment  and  personnel  to  provide  patient  care  than  I  must  do 
something.  Assault  weapons  can  be  directly  linked  to  the  worsening 
nationwide  Trauma  Center  crisis.  More  severely  injured  patients 
and  more  patient  injured  from  gunshot  wounds  overall  push  an 
already  overworked  and  near  bankrupt  system  to  the  brink  of 
closure.  And  that  is  reality.  Trauma  Centers  exist  for  the  public 
good  and  if  hospital  financial  officers  and  administrators  need  to 
cut  losses  and  save  money,  closing  the  Trauma  Center  doors  makes  an 
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attractive  alternative. 


There  is  an  answer.  In  the  past  Emergency  Physicians  and  Trauma 
Surgeons  have  identified  preventative  measures  and  unsafe 
practices,  then  worked  with  legislators  to  enact  necessary  safety 
legislation.  The  assault  weapon  ban  is  another  step  at  removing  a 
highly  dangerous  implement  from  the  American  scene.  Much  like  the 
intoxicated  driver  and  an  unsafe  toxin,  an  instrument  which  is 
designed  to  kill  is  not  needed.  These  weap>ons  produce  big  wounds 
in  more  persons  and  resemble  war-time  wounds  because  these  guns 
are  the  same  ones  if  not  more  lethal  than  the  ones  used  during 
wartime.  In  the  past,  physicians  like  myself  received  their 
penetrating  trauma  training  in  combat  zones  when  the  country  was  at 
war.  Today,  although,  few  in  my  generation  are  in  the  Armed 
Forces,  we  have  obtained  nearly  as  much  gunshot  wound  experience  in 
the  urban  Trauma  Centers  where  we  work.  The  severity  of  wounds 
from  assault  weapons  continues  to  increase  and  these  casualties  are 
no  different  from  wartime  injuries  with  one  exception.  The  victims 
are  civilians  and  the  actual  number  are  on  par  with  wartime  deaths. 
Only  by  enacting  legislative  control  of  these  guns  can  the  tide  be 
turned. 


I  would  lik£  to  thank  the  committee  for  this  opportunity. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  And  again,  let  me  thank  our  panel,  particularly 
those — I  guess  all  but  Dr.  Milzman — who  suffered  personal  loss. 
After  listening  to  you,  I  find  it  amazing  that  we  are  struggling  to 
pass  this  bill,  that  we  are  behind  right  now  in  the  vote  count.  But 
my  hope  is  that  what  you  have  told  us  today  will  bring  us  the  15 
to  20  votes  we  need  to  get  ahead.  Your  testimony  is  extremely  im- 
portant and  timely  and  meaningful  in  that  regard.  Believe  me,  it 
will  be  seen  and  heard  and  repeated,  not  only  by  the  Members  of 
this  House,  but  by  the  American  public,  who  hopefully  will  let  their 
Congresspeople  know,  "Enough  already."  Enough  of  what  we  have 
heard  here.  Let's  do  something  and  do  something  real. 

I  am  befuddled  and  angry.  Why  isn't  this  passing  easily,  when 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  so  clear  on  one  side? 

And  I  guess  my  question  to  any  of  you,  my  first  question  is  just 
simply  how  do  you  feel  when  you  hear  that  this  bill  may  actually 
go  down  in  the  House  in  the  next  2  weeks?  What  does  it  make  you 
think? 

Mr.  Sposato. 

Mr.  Sposato.  It  makes  me  think  that  people  are  buying  the 
wrong  argument.  The  argument  the  picture  up  there,  the  compari- 
son of  the  guns  that  Mr.  Sensenbrenner  has  shown  everybody,  is 
not  the  argument.  The  argument  is  this  versus  what  is  on  that 
table.  And  the  fact  that  people  confuse  it  and  compare  that  to  the 
right  to  life  makes  me  sick  to  my  stomach. 

Thank  you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Anybody  else? 

Mr.  Locicero. 

Mr.  Locicero.  At  the  time  of  my  daughter's  death,  the  American 
Legion  came  out  with — of  which  I  was  a  member — there  was  a  big 
article  in  their  magazine:  "Rights  Under  Fire."  It  drove  me  to  the 
point  where  I  was  infuriated  with  the  American  Legion;  and  finally 
on  her  birthday,  March  30,  I  sat  down  and  wrote  a  letter  of  res- 
ignation— and  I  would  like  to  include  that  for  the  record 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Without  objection. 

[The  information  follows:] 
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On  the  day  last  week  when 
his  daughter  would  have 
turned  28,  Jacob  Locicero 
sat  down  in  his  Hawthorne  home 
and  wrote  a  letter  to  the  American 
Legion.  He  had  a  few  things  to  get 
off  his  chest. 

Before  we  get  into  that,  let  me 
reintroduce  you  to  Jacob  Locicero. 
You  should  know  that  he  is  a 
crime  victim:  his  daughter.  Amy  Fe- 
derici,  was  one  of  six  people  killed 
in  December  in  the  Long  Island  Rail 
Road  massacre.  You  also  should 
know  that  Jacob  is  not  a  spiteful 
man.  He  is  a  devout  Christian, 
and  the  day  before  his  daughter  was 
buried,  he  told  me  he  did  not  wish 
for  vengeance  on  the  man  accused  in 
the  massacre.  "This  may  be  an  op- 
portunity for  us  to  express  our 
faith,"  he  said. 

And  this  is  why  Jacob's  letter  to 
the  American  Legion  carries  so 
much  power.  "I  am  writing  this 
letter  to  inform  you  of  my  decision 
not  to  renew  my  membership,"  he 
began.  "I  can  no  longer  support  an 
organization  that  seems  to  forsake 
their  stated  goals  of  'National  Secu- 
rity,' 'Americanism,'  and  'Children 
and  Youth'  benefits.  The  American 
Legion  has  forsaken  sanity  and 
reason  in  its  current  position  on  the 
gun-control  issue." 

What  the  American  Legion  has 
done  is  to  endorse  the  same,  uncom- 
promising view  of  the  National  Ri- 
fle Association,  which  is  to  oppose 
gun  control.  In  the  words  of  Le- 
gion spokesman  LiOu)^OQd8:.;j^We.  be- 
lieve that  anyabrpgahbtYo^ci^i^ '^ 
zen's  constitutioHanrQuht'  to^ . 
bear  arma  wo'uldfSclver^ly  aff( 
our  state  of  hational^Mcurit/* 


In  case  you  wondered.  Amy  Fe- ' 
derici's  alleged  killer  bought  his  gun 
legally  in  California  and  passed 
the  15-day  waiting  period. 

Jacob  Locicero  wonders  what 
national  security  America  is  preserv- 
ing by  allowing  guns  to  be  sold 
this  way.  He  finds  that  the  greatest 
threat  to  national  security  is  crime 
and  the  spread  of  high-tech  guns 
similar  to  the  semiautomatic  pistol 
that  killed  his  daughter. 

He  also  is  among  the  growing 
number  of  ordinary  Americans  who 
ask  the  sort  of  fundamental  ques- 
tion the  NRA  and  the  American  Le- 
gion choose  to  ignore  in  their  rhe- 
toric about  national  security:  Is  it 
more  than  a  coincidence  that  the 
number  of  violent  crimes  and  mur- 
ders has  risen  as  gunmakers 
flooded  the  nation  with  200  million 
handguns  in  the  last  30  years? 
And  why  should  a  constitutional 
amendment,  written  in  the  days  of 
muskets,  be  used  to  skirt  reasonable 
limits  on  gun  control  in  these  days 
of  15-3hot  semiautomatic  pistols? 

"If  the  NRA  was  truly  interest- 
ed in  providing  a  safe  environment," 
Jacob  wrote,  "it  should  be  at  the 
forefront  of  'reasoning  together.'  " 

And  so,  Jacob  Locicero  quit  the 
American  Legion,  no  easy  decision. 
In  grade  school,  he  received  a  Le- 
gion Citizenship  Award.  After  a  stint 
in  the  Air  Force,  he  joined  a  Le- 
gion post  in  Passaic.  His  daughter 
received  a  Legion  award  and  later 
was  an  alternate  to  a  Legion-spon- 
sored statewide  conference  for 
high  school  girls.  After  letting  his 
Legion  membership  lapse  when  he 
moved  from  Passaic  to  Hawthorne, 
Jacob  rejoined  the  organization  in 
1993. 

But  then  Amy  was  killed  and 
the  next  month  —  January  1994  — 
the  American  Legion's  magazine 
arrived  with  its  cover  story  describ- 
ing gun-control  laws  as  an  "on- 
slaught" that  placed  the  Constitution 
"under  fire." 

Jacob  put  the  magazine  aside 
for  a  few  months.  But  last  week, 
when  he  should  have  been  wrap- 
ping birthday  presents  for  his  daugh- 
ter, he  decided  to  speak  up.  "Until 
an  act  of  violence  occurs  and  you  can 
put  a  face  on  it,  it  doesn't  have 
much  meaning,"  he  said. 

If  only  the  Legion  would  leave 
behind  its  pompous  embrace  of  a 
vague  standard  of  national  securi- 
ty and  see  the  face  of  the  dead. 

Her  name  is  Amy  Federici, 
killed  with  a  legal  handgun. 
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MAGAZINE  OFFICE  OF  THE  PUBLISHER/EDITOFI  IN  CHIEF 


April  14,  1994 


Jacob  M.  Locicero 
116  Post  Avenue 
Hawthorne,  NJ  07506 

Dear  Mr.  Locicero; 

National  Commander  Thiesen  is  traveling  on  official  business,  so  he  asked  me 
to  respond  to  your  letter. 

Obviously,  nothing  that  I  write  can  assuage  the  pain  you  must  feel  as  a  result  of 
the  death  of  your  daughter,  and  the  Commander  asked  that  I  extend  his 
sincerest  condolences  and  deepest  sympathy.  He  is  what  we  used  to  call  a 
"family  man,"  and  nothing  is  more  important  to  him  than  his  wife,  children  and 
grandchildren,  so  he  can  imagine  the  anguish  you  must  be  suffering. 

The  American  Legion's  position  on  gun  control  was  decided  by  the  5,000 
delegates  to  our  National  Convention  based  on  our  understanding  of  the  intent 
of  the  Second  Amendment.  It  was  arrived  at  independently  and  without 
consultation  with  any  other  organization,  including  the  NRA. 

While  many  people  may  be  opposed  to  the  position,  there  are  also  many  in  favor 
of  it.  We  are  sorry  that  you  have  chosen  to  no  longer  be  a  member  of  The 
American  Legion,  but  under  the  circumstances,  we  certainly  understand  your 
position. 


Very  sincerely  your& 

DANIEL  S.  WHEELER 
Publisher/Editor-in-Chief 


CO:      National  Commander  Thiesen 

Hubert  R.  Dagley  II,  Internal  Affairs 


53 


2  April  1994 

President  Bill  Clinton 
The  White  House 
1600  Pennsylvania  Ave.  NW 
Washington,  D.C.  20500 

Dear  Mr.  President, 

I  am  the  father  of  Amy  Locicero  Federici,  the  sixth  fatality  of  the  Long 
Island  Rail  Road  Massacre  which  occurred  last  December. 

Enclosed  you  will  find  a  copy  of  my  letter  to  THE  AMERICAN  LEGION 
terminating  my  membership  for  the  reasons  stated  therein.  My  wife, 
Arlene,  and  I  are  strongly  in  favor  of  establishing  sanity  to  the  gun 
problem  in  our  society  and  offer  any  support  that  we  may  be  able  to 
provide . 

Please  feel  free  to  contact  us  or  utilize  any  of  the  enclosures.  We  may 
be  reached  at  the  address  and  telephone  listed  below. 

Yours  Sincerely, 


Jacob  M.  Locicero 

116  Post  Avenue 

Hawthorne,  New  Jersey  07506 

(201)  427-5908 
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116  Post  Avenue 
Hawthorne,  NJ  07506 
March  30,1994 


Mr.  Bruce  Thiesen,  National  Commander 
The  American  Legion  Magazine 
P.O.  Box  1055 
Indianapolis,  IN  46206 


Dear  Mr.  Thiesen: 


I  am  writing  this  letter  to  inform  you  of  my  decision  not  to  renew  my  membership  in 
the  American  Legion.  I  can  no  longer  support  an  organization  that  seems  to  forsake 
their  stated  goals  of  "National  Security,"  "Americanism, "(expressed  through  their 
youth  programs),  and  "Children  and  Youth"  benefits.  The  American  Legion  has 
forsaken  sanity  and  reason  in  its  current  position  on  the  gun  control  issue. 

In  June  of  1949,  I  received  the  American  Legion  School  Award  tor  Distinguished 
Achievement  and  Citizenship.  In  February  of  1 953,  I  enlisted  in  the  United  States 
Air  Force  and  spent  four  years  on  active  duty  two  of  which  were  in  Japan.  Immediately 
upon  discharge  in  1957,  I  entered  Montclair  State  College,  Montclair, 
New  Jersey  to  prepare  for  a  teaching  degree  and  joined  the  Rosul-Dul  American 
Legion  Post  359  in  Passaic,  New  Jersey  In  June  of  1980,  my  elder  daughter,  Amy, 
was  honored  to  receive  the  American  Legion  Award  from  her  school.  During  her 
high  school  career,  she  was  named  Alternate  to  the  American  Legion's  Girls' 
State  in  New  Jersey,  In  June  of  1989,  my  younger  daughter,  Carrie,  was  selected 
as  a  Delegate  to  the  New  Jersey  American  Legion  Girls'  State  at  Rider  College. 
Over  the  years,  having  moved  from  Passaic,  my  Legion  membership  lapsed  and  I 
lost  contact  with  the  workings  of  the  American  Legion.  I  had  retired  from  teaching 
in  the  public  schools  in  1990.  but  continued  my  interest  in  our  youth  and  commitment 
to  our  country's  needs  and  became  an  active  member  of  RDAC  (Recruiting  District 
Advisory  Council)  of  the  United  States  Navy.  This  council  aids  the  individual 
recruiters  in  their  efforts  to  provide  invaluable  information  to  our  youth  so  they  are 
better  equipped  to  make  informed  career  choices.  Because  of  this  renewed 
"military"  activity,  I  again  felt  the  need  to  reinstate  my  membership  in  the  American 
Legion  which  I  did. 

The  overview  of  my  past,  as  expressed  in  the  previous  paragraph,  was 
necessary  for  me  to  state  so  you  will  know  I  have  not  taken  lightly  my  involvement 
in  the  American  Legion  and,  therefore,  the  decision  to  end  my  membership  at  this 
time. 

December  7th  has  another  special  meaning  for  me  as  my  daughter.  Amy  Locicero 
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Federici  was  the  sixth  fatality  in  the  Long  Island  Rail  Road  massacre.  She  was  shot 
by  a  Ruger  9mm  semi-automatic  handgun  and  died  at  the  age  of  27  on  December 
12,1993,  5  days  later.  Today  would  have  been  her  birthday 

In  the  January.  1994  issue  of  THE  AMERICAN  LEGION  MAGAZINE,  an  article, 
"Our  Second  Amendment  Under  Fire"  by  Dan  Peterson  appeared.   Using  all  the 
scare  tactics  and  appeal  to  the  veterans  about  their  sacrifice  for  freedom,  Mr. 
Peterson  states  that  these  sacrifices  were,  "for  a  single  cause:  to  preserve  this 
nation  and  the  freedoms  to  which  it  was  dedicated."  He  goes  on  to  say  "one  of 
the  most  basic  of  all  those  freedoms  is  the  right  of  people  to  keep  and  bear  arms- 
a  right  enshrined  by  the  Framers  of  the  Constitution  in  the  Second  Amendment." 
Mr.  Peterson,  identified  as  a  Washington,  D.C.  attorney,  and  I  am  sure  a  gifted  one, 
uses  adjectives  such  as  "power-hungry  politicians,"  and  "historic  freedoms,"  to 
support  what  the  NRA's  position  is  on  gun-control. 

The  United  States  Constitution  from  which  Mr.  Peterson  cites  the  Second  Amendment 
includes  the  Preamble  which  outlines  the  desires  of  the  "...People  of  the  United 
States,  in  order  to  form  a  more  perfect  Union,  establish  Justice,  insure  domestic 
Tranquillity...";  this  Preamble  must  not  be  overlooked  in  favoring  references  to  the 
Amendments  in  the  gun  control  argument.  Domestic  tranquility  must  be  the  very 
goal  of  any  reasonable  citizen.  Refering  again  to  the  Amendments,  the  First 
Amendment  deals  with  "...abridging  the  freedom  on  speech..."  yet  do  we  allow 
someone  to  yell,  "Fire,"  in  a  crowded  assembly?  I  think  not!  With  every  right  there 
is  a  responsibility  The  NRA,  in  all  the  literature  I  have  seen,  refuses  to  accept  any 
interpretations  of  the  Second  Amendment  but  theirs.  The  NRA,  at  one  time,  provided 
guidelines  and  instruction  on  safe  hunting  and  target  shooting  activities  which  I 
utilized  as  a  Boys'  Club  camp  counsellor  many  years  ago  and  for  which  they  should 
be  applauded;  however,  their  stand  on  gun  control  remains  a  paradox.  If  the  NRA 
were  truly  interested  in  providing  a  safe  environment,  they  should  be  at  the  forefront 
of  "reasoning  together." 

Obviously,  you  can  surmise  that  I  was  not  particularly  pleased  with  Mr.  Peterson's 
stand  nor  am  I  pleased  with  the  position  of  the  NRA,  but  this  was  not  the  primary 
reason  for  this  letter.   In  the  midst  of  the  printed  article  appeared  an  outlined  box, 
"LEGION'S  POSITION  ON  GUN  CONTROL"  which  reported  that  delegates  to  the 
73rd  National  Convention  supported  UNANIMOUSLY  a  resolution  which  states, 
"The  American  Legion  opposes  any  law  and  regulation  that  would  prevent  law- 
abiding  citizens  from  exercising  their  constitutional  right  to  keep  and  bear  arms." 
This  is  the  party-line  of  the  NRA!  When  an  organization  such  as  the  American 
Legion  mindlessly  and  completely  supports  a  position  taken  by  another  organization 
which  refuses  to  engage  in  reasonable  dialogue,  I  cannot  continue  to  support 
or  be  a  part  of  that  organization.  You  have  accepted  and  published  ads  from  the 
NRA  which  are  designed  to  scare  and  intimidate  the  public  into  believing  a  police 
state  is  imminent.  No  one  I  have  seen  or  heard  has  proposed  controlling  weapons 
used  in  hunting  and  target  shoo(ing  activities,  nor  do  I.  We  provide  laws  that  limit 
the  number  of  shells  in  a  shotgun's  magazine  to  protect  "wild"  animals,  but  refuse 
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to  limit  clip  capacity  of  tiie  guns  designed  and  manufactured  to  kill  people. 

In  closing,  I  am  disheartened  that  the  American  Legion  has  turned  its  back  on 
sanity  and  reason.  One  would  find  it  difficult  to  argue  and  deny  nor  would  I,  that 
the  government  should  prevent  "law-abiding"  citizens  access  to  registered  guns. 
I  am  afraid  the  operative  words,  "law-abiding"  have  been  defined  by  the  NRA  as 
anyone  who  has  the  money  to  purchase  any  weapon  he  wants.  The  NRA  is 
against  any  type  of  waiting  period  and  background  check  to  determine  "law- 
abiding"  status  of  the  purchaser.  Since  the  American  Legion  has  decided  to  side 
with  the  NRA,  I  can  no  longer  maintain  my  membership,  f^y  Amy  WILL  NOT  be 
just  another  statistic  and  my  efforts  and  energies  will  be  directed  toward  "reasoning 
together"  with  others,  if  not  the  Legion,  who  wish  to  bring  some  sanity  out  of  the  gun- 
related  carnage  in  our  country. 


>V^ 


-C^.^e-CyC:^ 


Jacob  M.  Locicero 
Member  ID  No.  200627595 


cc:  President  Bill  Clinton 

The  Honorable  Marge  Roukema 

Senator  William  Bradley 

Senator  Frank  Lautenburg 

The  New  York  Times 

The  Record 

John  English,  Department  of  New  Jersey  Commander 
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Gun  Control 


Our  Second  Amendment 


A  new  onslaught  of  legislation  and 

demagoguery  ftireatens  Americans' 

constitutional  rigtit  to  l<eep  and  bear  arms. 


By  Dan  I'elcrsoii 

flesolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  ol 
Representatives  ol  ttie  United  States  in 
Congress  assembled:  "The  second  article 
ol  amendment  to  the  Constitution  ol  the 
United  States  is  lepeated " 

lit  SliCONU  Arnendiiiem 
Id  llie  Cuiislilulioii  is 
repealed?  Wlial  is  lliis,  a 
lantasyV  A  tiail  dieam' 

No,  il  is  House  Joiiil 
Resolution  No.  81.  now 
pending  in  the  U.  S.  Con- 
gress. Il  is  one  of  dozens  of 
bills  aimed  at  severely 
restricting  and  ultimately  wiping  out 
the  constitutional  riglit  of  law-abiding 


Americans   lo   l)iiy.   own   and   use 
nicarms. 

Gcncraliuns  ol  American  soldiers 
have  enduied  the  liardsliips  of  war, 
suflercd  wounds,  walchcd  com|niiiions 
die  and  sacnticcd  llicir  own  lives,  all 
lor  a  single  cause:  lo  preserve  this 
nation  and  llic  freedoms  to  which  it 
was  dedicated. 

One  id  lilt' most  basic  of  all  of 
llio.se  freedoms  is  ilie  right  of  the  peo- 
ple lo  keep  and  bear  arms — a  right 
enslirined  by  llie  Frainers  of  the  Con- 
slilulioii  III  the  Second  Amendment. 

Il  would  have  been  unthinkable  a 
few  decades  ago.  but  power-hungry 
politicians  are  working  hard  right  now 
lo  disarm  you,  your  children  and 
future  generations.  Unless  these  politi- 
cal attacks  on  our  constitutional  liber- 
ties meet  tierce  resistance,  the  walls 
protecting  our  historic  freedoms  will 
be  breached. 

Sirailjackets  on 
your  rights  are  being 
proposed  at  both  the 
national  and  slate  lev- 
els. They  are  dressed 
up  as  "anti-crime" 
measures,  but  they 
will  affect  only  those 
who  obey  the  law,  not 
criminals.  Some  of  tlie  slate  laws  have 
already  been  passed,  and  major  bailies 
are  underway  in  Congress. 

WAITING  PERIODS 

Numerous  slates  have  already 


LAW  ASSAULT— 

There  are  dozens  ol 
bills  now  in 

Congress  aimed  at 
eliminating  the 

buying  and  owning 
o(  lirearms. 


passed  laws  requiring  wailing  penods 
before  a  handgun,  or  in  some  stales 
any  firearm,  can  be  purchased  or 
transferred.  The  National  Rifle  Asso- 
ciation (NRA)  reports  thai  alxjul  two- 
thirds  of  the  population  of  ihe  United 
States  is  currently  covered  by  waiting- 
period  laws. 

The  effectiveness  of  wailing  peri- 
ods in  reducing  crime  has  been  zero 
According  to  data  published  by  ihe 
NRA.  stales  with  waiting  penuds  have 
seen  increases  in  homicide  or  violent 
crime  rates  greater  than  ihe  increase 
for  the  nation  as  a  whole. 

So  what  is  the  solution  proposed  by 
anli-gun  politicians  lo  the  increasing 
anarchy  on  Ihe  streets?  Why.  pass  a 

Dan  Peterson  is  a  Waihinnion. 
D.C.,  attorney  who  often  writes  tin 
guns  and  the  law.  The  views  eipresseJ 
are  his  own,  not  those  of  his  law  firm. 
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GUN  RATIONING— 

Some  states,  sucfi 
as  Virginia,  already 
have  laws  that 
limit  the  number 
o(  guns  a  citizen 
may  purchase. 


such  a  require- 
ment would  di- 
vert police  from 
fighting  real 
crime  and  give 
them  the  un- 
wanted chore  of 
snooping  into 
the  background.s 
of  American  citizens. 

If  the  applicant  is  turned 
down  by  the  local  police,  his 
only  recourse  would  be  to 
bring  suit  in  federal  court  to 
try  to  get  a  judge  to  allow  the 
purchase.  Under  the  Brady 
Bill,  local  governments  and 
their  employees  who  did  the 
background  check  could  not  be 
held  liable  in  court.  So.  even  if 
the  police  refused  an  applica- 
tion for  a  wrong  reason,  the 
applicant  might  have  to  spend 
thousands  of  dollars  in  attor- 
ney fees  to  vindicate  his  rights, 
with  no  possibilrly  of  reim- 
bursement from  the  govern- 
ment. 

The  second  part  of  the 
Brady  Bill  would  be  imple- 
mented some  years  in  the 
future,  though  it  is  impossible 
to  say  when.  The  waiting  peri- 
od would  be  phased  out.  and 
instead  a  national  computer- 
ized background  check  would 
be  established.  This  computer- 
ized background  check  would 
apply  to  all  firearms  trans- 


national walling  period,  of  course. 

The  principal  waiting-period  bill  is 
the  so-called  "Brady  Bill,"  H.R.  1025 
and  S.  414.  being  pushed  by  Sarah 
Brady's  organization.  Handgun  Con- 
trol. Inc.  The  Brady  Bill  has  two  basic 
parts. 

The  first  part  would  establish  a 
national  five-business-day  waiting 
period  before  a  handgun  could  legally 
be  transferred  from  a  dealer 
to  a  purchaser.  During  this 
five-day  period,  the  Brady 
Bill  would  allow  time  for 
local     law    enforcement 
authorities  to  do  a  criminal 
background  check. 

There  are  serious  doubts 
as  to  whether  the  federal 
government  has  the  consti- 
tutional power  to  tell  local 
law  enforcement  authorities  to  do 
background  checks.  Be  that  as  it  may. 
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NO  AMMO— If 

Sen.  Moynlhan 
can't  ban  9mm. 
25-  ancl.32-caliber 

ammunition. 

he'd  Impose  a 

1.000  percent 
ammo  tax. 
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SEMIAUTO  BAN— 

One  bill  would  ban 

all  semiautomatic 

weapons  (rom 

ritles  to  pistols. 

Including  ttiis  Colt 

1911A1  .45. 


ferred  through  a  licensed  dealer,  not 
jusi  handguns.  The  computerized  sys- 
tem would  not  apply  in  stales  with 
their  own  firearms  permit  systems. 

Despite  much  wrangling,  Congress 
passed  the  Brady  Bill  and  it  was  signed, 
as  promised,  by  President  Clinton. 
After  the  bill  passed.  Sarah  Brady 
laughed  when  asked  whether  she  would 
now  stop  her  gun-control  campaign.  All 
along  Brady  has  said  that  her  bill  is 
only  the  first  step  in  the  gun-con- 
trollers' agenda.  Next  on  their  agenda: 
a  ban  on  semiautomatic  fireanns,  which 
Ihey  characterize  as  "assault  weapons." 

BANS  ON  SEMIAUTOMATICS 

New  Jersey,  California  and  a  num- 
ber of  municipalities  in  other  states 
have  recently  enacted  bans  on  the  pos- 
session or  transfer  of  certain  semiauto- 
matic firearms.  As  men  with  military 
experience  know,  semiautomatic 
weapons  fire  one  round  for  each  trig- 
ger pull.  Fully  automatic  weapons  fire 
a  continuous  burst  with  each  trigger 
pull. 

Semiautomatics  have  been  with  us 
for  a  century  and  have  been  commonly 
used  for  sporting  purposes  as  well  as 
military  purposes.  There  are  those  who 
are  capitalizing  on  the  public  confu- 
sion between  semiautomatics  with  a 
military  appearance  and  fully  automat- 
ic weapons,  which  are  already  strictly 
controlled.  Some  politicians  in  Con- 


gress are  now  seeking  to  ban  semiau- 
tomatics by  redefining  them  as 
"assault  weapons." 

Bills  pending  in  Congress  ban  pos- 
session and  transfer  of  semiautomatics 
by  manufacturer's  name  and  model, 
and  even  allow  for  more  guns  to  be 
added  to  the  list. 

OTHERS  are  even  broader.  The  bill 
introduced  by  Rep.  William  Hugh- 
es of  New  Jersey  would  simply 
delegate  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury the  task  of  compiling  the  list  of 
banned  semiautomatics.  He  could 
include  on  the  list  any  semiautomatic 
firearm  that,  in  his  opinion,  is  not 
"generally  recognized  as  particularly 
suitable  for.  or  readily  adaptable  to. 
sporting  purposes."  That's  a  pretty 
slippery  test.  One  man's  legitimate 
sporting  arm  is  another's  dangerous 
assault  weapon. 

The  bill  sponsored  by  Rep.  Luis 
Gutierrez  of  Illinois  is  broader  yet.  It 
bans  all  semiautomatics,  both  pistols 
and  rifles,  and  even  such  old  stand-bys 
as  the  Colt  191 1 Al  .45  pistol,  which 
served  U.S.  Armed  Forces  for  over  70 
years. 

Sen.  Diane  Feinstein  of  California 
has  tacked  an  "assault  weapon"  ban  on 
to  the  Senate's  version  of  the  pending 
crime  bill.  Her  amendment  bans  19 
specific  semi-autos  by  name  and 
model.  Included  is  the  Colt  AR-15. 


one  of  the  rifies  used  in  the  National 
Matches  at  Camp  Perry  each  year. 
Sen.  Feinstein's  amendment  has 
passed  the  Senate,  but  will  not  be  con- 
sidered by  the  House  until  Congress 
returns  from  its  recess  at  the  beginning 
of  1994. 

HANDGUN  REGISTRATION 

Some  jurisdictions,  such  as  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Massachusetts  and 
Illinois,  already  have  laws  requiring 
handguns  to  be  registered  or  forcing 
owners  to  obtain  a  permit. 
The  District  of  Columbia 
has,  for  all  practical  purpos- 
es, banned  handguns  since- 
1977.  That  is  why  it  is  so 
safe  to  stroll  around  al  night 
in  Washington.  D.C.,  and 
New  York  City. 

Now  some  of  your  con- 
gressmen want  to  make  ihe 
rest  of  Ihe  country  equally  "safe"  by 
requiring  nationwide  registration  of 
handguns. 

Rep.  Cardiss  Collins  of  Illinois  has 
introduced  a  bill  that  would  require 
each  stale  to  set  up  a  system  to  register 
existing  handguns. 

Penalties  are  stiff.  For  example, 
possession  of  an  unregistered  handgun 
in  your  home  where  it  would  be  "read- 
ily accessible"  would  be  punishable  by 
12  years  in  jail,  if  the  handgun  were 
larger  than  a  .22  caliber. 

Bills  by  Sen.  John  Chafee  of  Rhode 
Island  and  Rep.  Sidney  Yates  of  Illi- 
nois don't  fool  around  with  mere  reg- 
istration. They  would  ban  possession 
of  handguns  outright,  except  for  mem- 
bers of  licensed  handgun  clubs.  Under 
Chafee's  bill,  members  of  these  feder- 
ally licensed  clubs  could  possess  hand- 
guns only  while  target  shooting  at  the 
club's  range.  The  guns  would  have  to 
remain  locked  up  al  the  club  or  be 
stored  with  the  police  at  all  other 
times. 

GUN  RATIONING 

One  of  the  slickest  stratagems — and 
it  looks  like  it  is  becoming  a  trend — is 
limiting  the  number  of  guns  that  citi- 
zens can  buy. 

South  Carolina  has  had  a  limit  of 
one  handgun  per  month  since  1975.  In 
1975,  its  violent  crime  rate  was  about 
at  Ihe  national  average,  according  to 
FBI  statistics.  Since  that  time.  South 
Carolina's  rale  has  soared  far  above 
the  national  average. 

Despite  South  Carolina's  experi- 
Please  turn  to  page  44 
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ence,  Virginia  adopted  a  limit  of  one 
handgun  per  month  in  1993.  Bills  now 
have  been  introduced  in  Congress  by 
Rep.  Robert  Torricelli  and  Sen.  Frank 
Lautenberg  of  New  Jersey  lo  do  the 
same  thing  for  the  whole  country. 

I  talked  with  Susan  Lamson,  direc- 
tor of  federal  affairs  for  (he  National 


Rifle  Association,  about  the  "one  gun 
a  month"  bills.  According  to  Lamson. 
"These  bills  limiting  the  number  of 
guns  that  a  citizen  can  acquire  in  a 
given  time  period  are  among  the  most 
insidious  laws  now  being  proposed. 
Their  backers  ask  the  seemingly  inno- 
cent question,  'Why  does  anyone  need 
to  obtain  mure  than  one  gun  a  month?' 
But  that's  not  the  real  question." 

As  Lamson  points  out,  "The  real 
question  is,  'Why  should  government 
be  able  to  abridge  the  constitutional 
rights  of  law-abiding  citizens?'  Once 
the  principle  is  established  that  gun 


LEGION'S  POSITION 
ON  GUN  CONTROL 

THE  AMERICAN  Legion 
opposes  any  law  and  regula- 
tion that  would  prevent  law- 
abiding  citizens  from  exercising 
their  constitutional  right  to  keep 
and  bear  arms. 

Delegates  to  the  73rd  Nation- 
al Convention  in  Phoenix  sup- 
ported this  position  in  1991  by 
unanimously  passing  Res.  262. 
The  resolution  noted  that  I  mil- 
lion limes  each  year  law-abiding 
citizens  use  firearms  to  thwart 
crime.  Delegates  to  the  72nd 
National  Convention  in  Indi- 
anapolis also  passed  a  sirnilar 
resolution.  Res.  89. 

In  addition.  The  American 
Legion  created  the  Junior 
Shooting  Sports  Program  in 
1988  10  teach  gun  safety  and 
provide  local  and  national  com- 
petition for  high  school  stu- 
dents. D 


ownership  can  be  rationed  by  the  gov- 
ernment, you  can  bet  that  there  will  be 
moves  to  limit  purchases  to  one  a  year, 
or  one  a  lifetime.  Or  less." 

AMMUNITION  BAN 

If  you  can't  ban  the  guns,  maybe 
you  can  ban  the  ammunition.  Thai's 
apparently  the  thmking  of  yet  another 
New  York  politician.  Sen.  Daniel 
Moynihan.  Well,  not  exactly.  Moyni- 
han  wants  to  ban  guns,  too. 

Moynihan  believes  we  can  solve 
the  crime  problem  in  this  country  by 
banning  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
all  .25-  and  .32-caliber  cartridges, 
together  with  9mm  ammunition — 
except  for  sales  to  the  government  If 
he  can't  get  that  bill  through  Congress, 
he's  got  a  backup  bill  that  would 
impose  a  1,000  percent  tax  on  ammu- 
nition for  those  calibers. 

What  if  Moynihan's  bills  actually 
worked?  We'd  all  have  him  to  thank 
when  the  bad  guys  switched  to  .357s 
and  .45s  instead  of  those  little  25s 
But  I'm  sure  Sen.  Moynihan  would  be 
a  step  ahead  of  us,  with  bans  on  3S7s. 
.43s.  .38s.  .44s,  lOmms,  .380s  and 
.22s. 

THE  INDIRECT  APPROACH 

In  his  book.  Strategy.  B.H.  Liddell 

Hart  popularized  the  "strategy  of  (he 

indirect  approach,"  which  counsels 

Please  turn  page 
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that  direct  frontal  assaults  are  to  be 
avoided  in  war.  Some  Congressmen 
are  taking  a  page  from  his  lx)ok. 

One  indirect  way  to  restrict  access 
by  citizens  to  Tirearnis  is  to  make  them 
more  expensive.  Identical  bills  intro- 
duced in  the  Hou.se  and  Senate  would 
impose  a  25  percent  tax  on  the  sale  by 


manufacturers  of  handguns,  assault 
weapons,  large  capacity  magazines 
and  ammunition  used  in  handguns  and 
assault  weapons.  The  definition  of 
"assault  weapon"  is  so  broad  that  most 
types  of  ammunition  would  be  cov- 
ered. 

The  bills  would  also  impost-  a  2S 
percent  tax  on  subsequent  sales  of 
handguns  and  the  other  items  listed, 
even  between  private  parties. 

Another  indirect  approach  is  to 
attack  the  American  firearms  industry. 
A  bill  by  Sen.  Paul  Simon  of  Illinois 
would  increase  (he  annual  license  fee 


for  federal  firearms  dealers  by  7.500 
percent.  It  would  allow  an  unlimited 
number  of  warrantless  searches  of 
dealers'  premises  by  federal  agents 
and  impose  other  requirements  that 
would  make  it  more  difficult  to  obtain 
and  keep  a  license. 

The  bill  would  have  the  greatest 
impact  on  small  dealers,  many  of 
whom  would  be  driven  out  of  busi- 
ness. Perhaps  Simon  already  thought 
of  that. 

Illinois  Rep.  Cardiss  Collins  has  a 
bill  that  is  even  more  pernicious.  It 
would  allow  anyone  injured  by  a  dis- 
charge of  a  handgun  or  assault  weapon 
to  sue  the  manufacturer,  importer  or 
dealer  who  sold  the  gun. 

The  bill  would  hold  the  sellers 
"strictly  liable."  That  means  that  per- 
sons injured  or  their  relatives  could 
recover  money  damages  in  court  pos- 
sibly running  into  the  millions  of  dol- 
lars. 

It  also  means  the  sellers  would  be 
responsible,  even  if  the  gun  were  not 
defective  and  even  if  the  persons  were 
intentionally  shot  by  criminals  during 
crimes. 

Essentially,  the  bill  would  hold  gun 
manufacturers  and  dealen  Uable  for  all 
murders  and  felonious  assaults  in  which 
a  handgun  was  employed.  So  long, 
Colt.  Sayonara.  Smith  and  Wesson. 

A  FEW  BRIGHT  SPOTS 

Not  every  bit  of  news  is  bad.  how- 
ever. Sen.  Larry  Craig  of  Idaho  has 
introduced  an  alternative  to  the  Brady 
Bill  that  would  provide  for  a  comput- 
erized instant  check  for  handgun  buy- 
ers. Five  states  have  successfully 
implemented  such  point-of-sale  sys- 
tems. Unlike  the  Brady  Bill,  Craigs 
bill  would  protect  the  tighu  of  legiti- 
mate purchasers. 

Better  yet.  Rep.  Roscoe  Banktt  of 
Maryland  has  proposed  the  Citizens" 
Self-Defense  Act  of  1993  It  provides 
that  anyone  not  prohibited  by  federal 
law  from  receiving  a  firearm  "ihall 
have  the  right  to  obtain  ficearmt  for 
security,  and  to  use  firearms  in  defense 
of  self,  family  or  home." 

A  person  whose  self-defense  njiht 
was  violated  could  bring  suii  lu  hall 
the  violation  or  to  recover  damages. 
Think  of  the  abusive  stale  and  local 
laws  that  would  topple  if  thai  bill  were 
enacted. 

But  on  the  whole,  the  Second 
Amendment  rights  of  Amencan  citi- 
zens are  under  attack  like  never 
before.  Americans  have  fought  over- 
seas to  preserve  basic  freedoms  for 
other  countries.  Now  die  fight  foe  con- 
stitutional liberties  has  come  home    D 
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Theylre  gotog  to 
^    you, 

aryou, 
evou, 

,,  jafeyou, 
Mamevoo, 

intimidate  yoii, 


White  House  Groui  ^ 


Studies  Broadest 
Gun  Control  Plan 
in  Decades  ^_^ 

'i'f'^  I  . ^ '  ii.i.ii>t.-»r'*"         ^ 

'*^'"  I       III hiini  11        '-rr— r~  ^rf.,  M-» -—r^  • -"•^ 

"■"•"^        -  ^^T^     III  ■ , '  ■*-  I — t-  „iA ■«, ..  J^i* r»< ifciw  «r<| 

*-— ^  I   "T^lZi-w-k  **-*»'"  r«  iw,  »  0- "W  uii- IvJ 


VOL.CXUII...NonMI 


Administration  Floats 
Proposal  For  Licensing 
All  Gun  Owners 

^^^^"^  PubBc  Mood.  Idea  Rais^ottfay  p«ii, 

^Sm>HEN  UBATON 


WASHtfWrroN.   Dec  •  —  B__        ■     . 
"^■"■T  nWMs  ririiM»   <w  tK.  i 
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U.S.  SEN. 
JOSEPH  BIDEN 

"  [Banning 
guns]  is  an 
idea  whose 
time  has 
come." 

Associated 
Press  11/18/93 


U.S.  REP.  MAJOR  OWENS 

"My  bill ...  establish- 
es a  6-month  grace 
period  for  the  turning 
m  of  handguns." 

US  Congressional  Record 
1 1/10/93 


A 

U.S.  SURGEON  GENERAL 

JOYCELYN  ELDERS 

"Handguns  are  a 
public  health  issue. 

USA  Today  1 1/9/93 


PRESIDENT  BILL  CLINTON 

"President  Clinton  said  he 
views  passage  of  the  Brady 
Bill  as  only  the  beginning 
of  a  much  "broader  effort  by 
his  Administration  to  seek 
sweeping  gun  control 
measures ..."  "He  ordered 
the  justice  Department 
to  begin  studying  gun 
licensmg,  regis- 
tration and 
collection 
proposals." 
Los  Angeles 
Times  12/5/93: 
Washington  Times 
12/10/93 


A 

U.S.  SEN.  DIANNE 

FEINSTEIN 

"[Banning guns]  ad- 
dresses a  fundamental 
right  of  all  Americans 
to  feel  safe." 
Associated  Press  1 1/18/93 


▲ 

U.S.  SEN.  HOWARD 

METZENBAUM 

"Until  we  can  ban  all 
of  them,  then  we 
might  as  well  ban 
none." 

Senate  Hearings  1993 


FBI  DIRECTOR  LOUIS 
FREEH 

"The  strongest  gun 
legislation  ...  1  will 
enforce  diligently  and 
exhaustive^." 

U.S.  Senate  Confirmation 
Hearings  1993 


U.S.  REP.  CHARLES 
SCHUMER 

"We're  here  to  tell  the 
NRA  their  nightmare 
is  true!"  "We  re 
going  to  hammer 
guns  on  the  anvil  of 
relentless  legislative 
strategy!  We're  going 
to  beat  guns  into 
submission!" 

NBC  Nightly  News 
1 1/30/93:  News  Conference 
12/8/93 


U.S.  SEN.  BILL  I 

"[With  25%  more 
taxes  on  guns  and 
ammunition]  $600 
million  could  be 
raised  from  these 
purveyors  of  violence. " 
Associated  Press  10/6/93 

LOS  ANGELES  MAYOR 
RICHARD  RIOROAN 

''We  should  try  to 
keep  handguns  in 
the  nands  of  police." 

NBC's  Meet  The  Press 
11/28/93 
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SARAH  BRADY.  HANDGUN 
CONTROL,  INC. 

"We  needed  the 
Brady  Bill  for  a 
framework.  Now 
we've  got  to  get 
to  work." 
Press  Conference  11/24/93 


They  smell  the 
blood  of  your 
Jirearmjree- 
doms,  and 
they're  moving  in/or 
the  kill.  For  years 
we've  warned  you  the 
anti-gunners  would 
never  settle/or  the 
Bracfy  Bill.  It  was 
only  a  test/or  weak- 
ness among  gun 
owners.  Just  dqys 
after  it  passed,  they 
officially  introduced 
their  Big  Bill  to  Kill 
the  Second  Amend- 
mentjorgood.  It  will: 


•  Implement  national 
gun  registration. 

•  Require  application 
for  a  Federal 
Handgun  Owner 
License,  go  through 
mandatory  training 
and  a  background 
check  to  qualify, 
then  wait  days  or 
weeks  to  take  pos- 
session of  a  han^ua 

•  Ban  semiauto- 
malic  firearms. 

•  Increase  tax  on 
handguns  by  300%. 

•  Ban  ammunition 
magazines  over 
10  rounds. 


•  Ban  gun  sales  at 

gun  shows. 

•  Ban  "Saturday 
Night  Specials" 
—  whatever  that  is. 

•  Ban  all  non- 
sporting  ammu- 
nition —  whatever 
that  is. 

•  Increase  tax  on 
handgun  ammuni- 
tion up  to  500%. 

•  Make  firearm 
dealers  liable  for 
viaims  of  criminal 
gun  violence. 

•  Restrict  all 
purchases  to  one 
gun  a  month. 


HILLARY  CLINTON 

"I'm  personally  all  for 

[taxing  guns  to  pay  for 

health  care  coverage]." 

New  York  Times  11/4/93 


A 

U.S.  SEN.  DANIEL 

PATRICK 

MOYNIHAN 

"[With  a 
10,000%  tax] 
we  could  tax 
them  out  of 
existence." 
Washington  Post  11/4/93 

US.  REP.  MEL  REYNOLDS 

"If  it  were  up  to  me 

we'd  ban  them  all." 

CNN  Crossfire  12/9/93 


► 

US  ATTORNEY 

GENERAL  JANET  RENO 

"Gun  registration 
is  not  enough." 
"I've  always 
proposed  state 
licensing ...  with 
some  federal 
standards." 

Associated  Press 
12/10/93:  ABCs  "Good 
Morning  America" 
12/10/93 


Will  You  Fold? 
OrWillYouRghr? 

Call  Now  To  Join,  Renew  Or  Upgraile 
Your  NRA  Membership. 

1-800-915-4NRA 
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¥&^l]p'tbt 


EsttetSJmpte. 


This  is  the  year  to  fear,  the 
final  days  of  firearm  freedom 
for  you  and  your  children. 
What  happens  is  up  to  you. 

Are  you  going  to  let  gun- 
hating  politicians  defile  your 
rights,  rape  your  Constitution 
and  rob  vour  firearm  fireedom? 

Well,  here's  your  chance 
to  say  NO  MORE  IN  '94!  Here's 
an  election  year  when  you  can 


WAYNE    LKPIERRE 

CEO  and  Executive  Vice  President 
National  Rille  Association  of  America 


have  two  votes:  one  at  the 
ballot  box  and  one  every  time 
another  politician  tries  to  rob 
your  rights. 

You  can  join,  renew  or 
upgrade  your  NRA  member- 
ship now  with  a  simple 
phone  call. 

So ...  will  you  fold,  or  will 
you  fight? 


Whars  Freedom  Worth  To 
You  And  Your  CMdren? 


o 

$25  ONE-YEAR 
NRA  MEMRER8HIP 

O 
868  THREE-YEAR 
NRA  IVIEMRER8HIP 

O 

8100  FIVE-YEAR 

NRA  MEM8ER8HIP 

O 

8500  LIFE 

NRA  MEMBER8HIP 


YOUR  $25  ABIBIUAl  NRA  MEMBERSHIP  INCLUDES; 

•■  America's  foremost  fighters  for 

iawPui  firearms  ownership  and  for 

anti-crime  legislation 
•■  12  issues  of  your  choice  of 

American  Hunter  or  American 

Rifleman  magazine 
•■  NRA  no-annual-fee,  13.9%  APR 

VISA  card  (for  qualified  individuals) 
••  NRA  shooters  cap 

anddecal 
•■  Members-only 

insurance  benefits 
•■  And  much  more! 


You  Cant  Afford  Tb  Wait 
CaflNow. 

1-800-915-4NRA 


DuM.  conOfeuaon*  wl  (•••  paid  to  ra  N 


leflfOuUMI   Tin  li»i«MWi%»  111  ri 
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Ce^j^^/^S  Tff^/^azicAjJ  k^oAJ      O^To^^  /99vs 


ypijyicMQRANDUM 


K-^'i 


DATE    June  11, 1993  .      ,. 

?ROM:  Federal  Bureau  of  '"^f  ^'9  J'""  ^3 
TO        The  President  of  the  United  States 
The  U.S.  Attorney  General 


They  just  got  a  j 
new  $47  million  c 
computer  system.  ' 


FBI  GUN  CONTROL 
RECOMMENDATIONS 


They  know  semiauto  rifles 
are  used  in  less  than  I  %  of 
all  crime  And  they  know        ■ 
better  than  to  call  semiautos  I 
'assault  weapons  '  But 
they'll  do  it  to  get  your  guns 


U*^^*«**^ 


They  know 
criminals 
won't  turn 
in  their 
guns  But 
they  want 
yourS- 


,  J,  Mandatory  licensing  of  all  handgun  owne.^. 

2  A  complete  ban  on  the  sale,  transfer 
or^^ession  of  semiautomatic  firearms, 

X"  compensation  for  cunentowne^. 

3  A  complete  ban  on  the  sale,  transfer  or 
!:    ^i^ionofhigh-perlormanceam— 
;         Smmonly  used  for  hunting  and  self-defense. 

4  Taxpayer-funded  buy-back  programs  for 
fi^^s  surrendered  to  law  ^Igeme^ 


X^^jlj^^gffiti^iliUk, 


They  ought 
to  use  FBI 
resources 
to  catch 
criminals, 
not  create 
them. 


5.  immediate  enactment  of  the  Brady  Bill 

"national  waiting  penod." 

6.  Reallocation  of  FBI  resources  toinc^se 

regulation  of  manufacture.^,  collectors 
and  federally  licensed  fireami  dealers. 
7  Develop  a  media  strategy  to  publicize  and 
develop  supportfor the  FBI's  posrtion. 


Violates  federal  law  Sec  1913.  Title  18.  U  SC. 
which  prohibits  the  use  of  congressionally 
appropriated  funds  for  lobbying  purposes 


They  know 
'armor- piercing ' 
ammunition  is 
already  banned 
except  for  police 
and  m.ilitary  use. 
(his  expands  the 
ban  to  whatever 
ammunition 
they  want 


Their  own 
Department 
called  the 
Brady  BUI 
'useless'  - 
but  they  also 
know  It's 
popular  with 
Clinton 
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WiENTHE 
FBI 


SEOE 


pi  Chief  iH^ges  Ren, 
to  back  gun  controJ 


;*  "«»••*»«, 


RULES. 


or  58  years,  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  has 
honored  its  own  policy  to 
stay  out  of  politics.  Until  now. 

In  a  frightening  and 
unprecedented  action,  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  has 
proposed  immediate  adoption  of 
its  manifesto  against  law-abiding 
gun  owners  to  the  U.S.  Attorney 
General  and  the  Clinton 
Administration.  If  they  get  what 
they  want,  gun  owners  like  you 
will  be  Public  Enemy  #1. 

More  incredibly,  the  FBI  also 
wanted  to  recommend  a  complete 
ban  on  all  handgun  ownership,  but 


"concluded  that  a  proposed  ban 
would  not  receive  sufficient  support" 
right  now.  So  you  know  what's  next. 

Such  abuse  of  broad  investigative 
powers  is  the  first  step  toward  our 
Founding  Fathers'  worst  fear,  a 
federal  police  force  disarming  the 
law-abiding  populace. 

Your  first  step  is  to  stop  it.  By 
joining  the  NFLA  today. 

KEEP  THE  FBI  OUT  OF  POLITICS. 

JOIN  THE  NRA  NOW 

1-800-231-4NIIA 
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D\KE  BACK  TOUR 

GOVERNMENT  AND 

SAVE  TOUR  GUNS. 

JOIN  NRA  NOW" 

If  you're  like  me,  you've  always  respected  the  bravery  and  devotion  of  America's 
rank-and-file  FBI  agents.  I  think  they  agree  with  the  FBI's  own  statement  that  if  the  FBI 
'15  engaged  in  partisan  politics  it  would  destroy  the  confidence  of  the  Executive  Branch, 
the  Congress  and  the  American  people. '  But  now  their  extremist 
leadership  is  determined  to  become  a  political  anti-gun  police  force. 

That's  a  line  they  cannot  cross.  The  FBI  csmnot  be  deployed  to 
terrorize  honest  gun  owners  and  lobby  for  the  banning  of  lawfully 
owned  firearms  and  ammunition.  The  Second  Amendment  says  so. 
And  with  your  help,  3.2  million  NRA  members  will  make  it  stick. 

The  FBI  is  our  FBI.  The  government  is  our  government.  Our 
Constitution  and  Bill  of  Rights  are  the  law  of  the  land.  Not  them. 

You  must  do  two  things  now.  First,  tell  Congress  and  the  White 
House  to  keep  the  FBI  out  of  politics  and  out  of  your  gun  cabinet. 

National  Rifle  Association     SeCOnd,  Call  and  jOln  the  NFLA  now. 

CALL  THE  NRA  INSTANT  MEMBER  HOTLINE  NOW 

1-800-231-4NRA 

YOUR  $25  MiWAL  MBVUERSMP  iiCLUDES: 

•  Effective  representation  of  law-abiding  gun  owners 
at  federal,  state  and  local  levels  of  government 

•  12  issues  of  the  American  Hunter  or  the  American 
Rifleman  magazine 

•  An  NRA  no-annual-fee.  low-interest  VISA  card 
(for  qualified  individuals)* 

•  NRA  shooters  cap 

•  Members-only  insurance  benefits 

•  And  much,  much  more 

You  c*n  charge  your  mombershlp  to  your  VISA.  MaflterCard.  Discover  or  Amertcen  1.^,0 

Eiprew.  or  we  cu>  bill  you  laler   The  transaction  fee  for  cash  advances  is  S3  ».  Conlrlbiitlons,  gifts  or  member  dues  made  or  paid  to  the  NRA 

the  annual  percenla(e  rale  tor  cash  advances  eicepi  balanca-lransTer  checks  Is  are  not  deductible  as  charitable  contributions  for  federal 

119%  The  late  payment  fee  Is  SIS   The  over^redlt  lee  Is  SIS  income  t»I  purposes      O I ges  Nauonal  BlUe  Association  o<  America. 


Wayne  R.  LaPerre 

Chief  Executive  Officer 
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Mr.  LociCERO  [continuing].  Actually  expressing  my  sorrow  that 
I  would  have  to  no  longer  maintain  my  membership.  I  did  receive 
a  letter  from  the  editor,  and  he  acknowledged  the  fact  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  could  understand  my  position.  And  the  Le- 
gion does  present  a  position  that  they  support  the  second  amend- 
ment as  the  NRA  depicted  it. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  No  judge  depicted  it  that  way. 

Mr.  LociCERO.  Hopefully,  this  is  where  we  are  going.  I  am  not 
after  the  NRA  or  the  prolife  or  whatever.  The  point  is,  why  can't 
we  reason  together? 

I  keep  hearing  the  point  where  one  says,  let's  ban  all  guns;  one 
point  says,  it  is  an  infringement,  let's  put  the  criminals  in  jail. 
They  don't  address  themselves  to  the  point  that  the  guns  are  a 
problem.  One  eye  looks  this  way  and  one  eye  looks  this  way. 

What  happens  when  you  cover  one  eye?  You  lose  perspective. 

Why  can't  we — as  President  Johnson  used  to  say,  let's  reason  to- 
gether. Why  can't  we  come  out  and  get  something  that  makes 
sense,  not  political  sense,  humanistic  sense? 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  I  would  say  to  you,  Mr.  Locicero,  that  it  possibly 
makes  not  only  humanistic  sense  but  political  sense  to  ban  these 
weapons;  but  people  haven't  seen  this  yet. 

Ms.  Scully.  I  would  like  to  say  that  it  is  absurd  when  you  look 
at  the  polling  data  in  this  country  that  the  American  people  des- 
perately and  strongly  support  a  ban  on  automatic  and  semiauto- 
matic assault  weapons;  and  when  you  speak  with  the  legislators  in 
this  House,  that  they  somehow  don't  get  that,  that  they  think  that 
the  very  vocal  minority  they  are  hearing  from,  the  gun  lobby  and 
whoever  else,  that  those  are  the  people  that  they  need  to  answer 
to. 

I  would  suggest  that  they  really  go  into  their  districts  and  talk 
to  their  constituents,  and  they  will  find  out,  by  and  large,  that  the 
majority  of  people  are  behind  this  legislation  and  want  and  need 
a  ban  on  these  military-style  assault  weapons. 

We  need  to  stop  the  carnage  on  our  streets.  We  need  to  save  our 
next  generation  from  the  gun  violence  that  is  rampant  and  random. 
And  I  think  it  is  important  for  the  American  people  to  know  that 
it  is  random  and  that  it  can  happen  to  anyone  at  any  time,  any- 
where. And  you  all  need  to  let  your  Representative  know  that  you 
support  this  legislation,  they  need  to  hear  from  you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  My  guess  is,  and  I  would  tell  you  this  honestly, 
that  if  in  every  congressional  district — let's  say  every  congressional 
district,  100  people,  just  100  people  called  up  and  said,  vote  for  the 
assault  weapons  ban,  we  would  win.  And  so  again  what  you  are 
doing  here  is  important. 

I  would  like  to  also  ask  your  view  of  the  two  charts  my  friend 
showed  before.  One  talked  about  the  difference  between  those  two 
weapons,  one  of  which  we  are  banning  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  This  is  the  difference  between  those  two 
weapons,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  The  gentleman  will  get  his  chance  in  a  moment. 
I  want  to  make  my  point.  Let  them  answer  and  then  I  will  give 
you  your  chance. 

The  difference  is  a  five-bullet  magazine  versus  higher  magazines; 
and  of  course,  we  do  seek  to  limit  the  number  of  bullets  in  a  maga- 
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zine.  Very  few  hunters  fire  boom-boom-boom-boom-boom-boom- 
boom,  as  Barry  Goldwater  said  in  Marge's  statement.  You  wouldn't 
be  much  of  a  hunter  if  you  needed  that  many.  I  probably  would, 
but  I  am  not  a  hunter. 

But  what  do  you  think  of  the  difference — ^the  difference  between 
those  two  pictures,  does  a  five-bullet  or  a  three-bullet  magazine  or 
a  seven  make  a  difference  to  you? 

Mr.  Brondell.  I  believe  honestly  that  we  have  seen  examples  of 
cases  of  reloading  and  a  gunman  being  overpowered  here  today.  If 
it  would  save  one  life,  certainly  one  life — and  we  are  talking  about 
the  possibility  of  saving  many  lives — obviously,  then,  the  law  itself 
is  worth  it  and  a  step  in  the  right  direction — is  a  step  forward. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Anyone  else  on  that? 

Let  me  just  ask  one  more  question. 

Now — ^you  mentioned  this,  Mr.  Locicero — the  gun  lobby  says  that 
the  way  to  stop  these  assault  weapons  murders  is  to  punish  the 
killers  more  severely.  And  many  of  us  are  all  for  that.  One  doesn't 
contradict  the  other.  It  is  a  smokescreen  put  up  by  the  NRA.  And 
I  have  to  tell  you,  I  am  still  waiting  for  them  to  come  into  my  of- 
fice, as  chairman  of  the  Crime  Subcommittee,  and  knock  on  my 
door  to  toughen  up  the  criminal  laws.  We  need  to  do  that,  too. 

We  don't  see  them  except  when  gun  bills  come  up. 

But  there  are  many  instances  where  punishment  is  not  even  the 
point  because,  as  in  your  case,  Mr.  Brondell,  and  many  others, 
after  the  killer  does  his  damage  with  the  assault  weapon,  he  kills 
himself. 

Gk)  ahead. 

Mr.  Brondell.  If  I  could  add,  it  doesn't  do  a  lot  of  good  to  teach 
a  child  not  to  play  with  matches  after  he  has  burned  the  house 
down. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  I  am  pretty  good  at  putting  these  things  suc- 
cinctly, but  you  have  done  it  better. 

Mr.  Sposato.  The  psychotic  that  murdered  my  wife  did  not  have 
any  criminal  record,  yet  he  committed  the  most  brutal  crime  of  all 
crimes,  murder.  And  so  a  three-strikes-you-are-out  initiative  or  a 
two-strikes-you-are-out  initiative  or  a  one-strike-and-you-are-out 
initiative  doesn't  prevent  a  mass  murder  like  the  one  in  California. 

But  a  ban  on  assault  weapons  will  prevent  a  murder  from  hap- 
pening in  a  neighborhood  near  you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Mr.  Sensenbrenner. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  you  know,  I  have  at- 
tempted to  try  to  take  a  middle  course  in  the  debate  on  this  par- 
ticular issue.  And  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that  many  people  are 
way  off  on  one  side  or  way  off  on  the  other  side  and  really  are  not 
able  to  reason  together,  as  Mr.  Locicero  has  said. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  members  of  the  panel  whether  they  think 
that  both  of  the  weapons  that  are  contained  on  the  chart  that  I 
have  shown  should  be  banned. 

Mr.  Brondell,  you  spoke  last.  Why  don't  you  speak  first  now? 

Mr.  Brondell.  I — what  I  stated  before  was  coming  from  the 
heart  essentially.  I  don't  pretend  to  be  an  expert  on  weapons  or 
their  fire  capacity.  What  I  was  talking  about  before  was  the  ability 
initially  to  carry  a  magazine  which  carries  a  load  or  reload  possibil- 
ity. I  think  we  can  all  understand  that. 
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Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  The  machinery  where  the  round  is  put  in 
the  chamber  and  fired  out  by  whoever  pulls  the  trigger  is  the  same 
with  both  of  those  weapons;  the  only  difference  is  that  the  maga- 
zine would  hold  an  additional  two  rounds.  So  the  machinery  and 
the  firepower  are  the  same,  except  the  number  of  rounds  are  lim- 
ited. 

Would  you  favor  banning  the  top  shotgun  there? 

Mr.  Brondell.  On  the  basis  of  limiting  the  rounds,  certainly, 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  And  that  is — will  the  gentleman  yield?  That  is  the 
reason  it  is  banned? 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  The  top  shotgun  does  have  a  limit  in  the 
rounds,  but  it  doesn't  have  a  change  in  the  machinery. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  It  is  the  bottom  one? 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Would  you  be  in  favor  of  banning  the  top 
shotgun? 

Mr.  Brondell.  What  I  do  know  about  assault  rifles,  semiauto- 
matic or  automatic,  is  that  some  people  clearly  can  change  the 
mechanism  with  the  adaptation  of  one  machine  to  another  use,  and 
that  is  easy. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  These  things  clip  on  and  clip  off. 

Mr.  LociCERO.  As  far  as  the  top  one  is  concerned,  it  is  a  legiti- 
mate shotgun  for  hunting  purposes.  In  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
you  can  only  have  three  shells.  I  think  we  are  beating  the  wrong 
bush  when  we  deal  with  just  the  handle. 

I  do  object  if  that  had  an  extended  magazine,  yes. 

Mrs.  LociCERO.  I  agree  with  that. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Mr.  Scully. 

Ms.  Scully.  Ms.  Scully. 

I  would  have  no  objection  to  the  top  weapon.  It  is  a  legitimate 
hunting  gun.  I  think  the  question  to  ask  is,  why?  Why  does  some- 
one need  to  add  a  pistol  grip  or  a  larger  magazine  to  that  gun?  Do 
you  need  more  rounds  to  go  hunting  with,  or  a  pistol  grip  to  go 
hunting  with? 

I  grew  up  in  northeastern  Oregon  where  everyone  hunts.  My 
family  hunts.  I  don't  think  you  need  that  type  of  weapon  to  go 
hunting  with. 

Dr.  MiLZMAN.  Clearly,  in  the  medical  community,  we  have  seen 
that — the  greatest  inroads  that  we  have  seen  in  saving  lives  and 
preventing  injury  is  truly  preventive  care,  and  any  time  when  we 
can  take  out  any  weapon  or  any  implement,  that  can  cause  more 
carnage  and  more  damage  at  any  single  time,  that  this  has  got  to 
be  the  better  thing. 

If  you  ask  me,  I  would  like  to  see  even  stricter  rules  put  through, 
but  certainly  I  view  this  as  a  first  step. 

I  tell  you — Mr.  Sensenbrenner,  I  share  something  with  most  of 
these  victims  here.  On  a  not  too  infrequent  basis  I  have  to  share 
time  with  loved  ones  and  tell  them  that  someone  that  they  have 
loved  for  a  short  or  very  long  period  has  succumbed  to  a  violent  act. 
It  could  be  you.  It  could  be  anybody  on  this  committee.  It  could  be 
today.  It  could  be  tomorrow.  You  don't  know  when  it  is  coming. 

We  need  to  take  steps  in  order  to  cut  down  this  brutality  and 
murder. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Well,  I  guess  there  is  somewhat  of  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion.  I  am  a  very  strong  believer  in  attempting  to 
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keep  firearms  out  of  the  hands  of  people  with  criminal  records  and 
records  of  mental  incompetence,  criminal  insanity  and  other  types 
of  adjudicated  mental  deficiencies,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
ought  to  pay  a  little  bit  more  heed  to  the  person  who  pulls  the  trig- 
ger, as  well  as  the  machine  what  is  in  that  person's  hand.  And  if 
we  can  identify  those  people,  particularly  since  many  of  those  who 
perpetrate  firearms  crimes  are  violent  repeat  offenders,  throw  them 
in  jail  and  get  them  out  of  society.  Society  will  be  safer. 

And  I  don't  advocate  throwing  people  in  jail  and  throwing  away 
the  key  on  an  across-the-board  basis,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  those 
who  do  it  again  and  again  and  again  and  again  ought  to  be  sitting 
behind  bars  for  a  long,  long  time. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Brady,  would  you  favor  banning  the  top  shotgun, 
which  was  the  one  that  was  used  by  the  President? 

Mrs.  Brady.  Sir,  a  legitimate  hunting  rifle  such  as  that  is  not 
the  problem.  What  is  the  problem  are  the  military  assault  addi- 
tions which  make  this  so  very  dangerous  as  in  the  second  weap- 
on— things  like  folding  stocks,  the  barrel  shroud  that  enables  to 
you  go  very,  very 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  But  this  is  not  a  folding  stock.  This  is  sim- 
ply a  piece  of  plastic  that  can  be  slipped  on,  and  the  difference  be- 
tween the  two  guns  is  four  extra  rounds.  The  firepower  consists  of 
the  machinery  by  which  the  round  that  is  placed  in  the  chamber 
is  fired,  and  in  that  case,  the  machinery  is  identical  between  the 
two  shotguns. 

Mrs.  Brady.  It  is  the  capability  of  them  being  able  to  take  the 
high-capacity  magazine,  the  barrel  shroud,  to  be  able  to  shoot 
many,  many  rounds  more  quickly  that  we  object  to.  We  don't  object 
to  the 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  But  here  the  difference,  four  rounds — the 
difference  is  four  rounds,  and  there  is  no  barrel  shroud.  So,  you 
know,  there  really  is  a  very,  very  minor  difference  between  the  fire- 
power of  the  top  shotgun  and  the  firepower  of  the  bottom  shotgun. 

Mrs.  Brady.  But  it  is  not  the  firepower,  it  is  the  mechanism.  It 
is  the  addition  that  enables  it  to  be  used 

Mr.  Schumer.  I  would  ask  Mr.  Locicero  how  he  feels  about  those 
four  additional  rounds. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Excuse  me.  This  is  my  time,  Mr.  Chair- 
man. 

It  is  actually  two  additional  rounds  because  the  bill  allows  for  up 
to  five  rounds  to  be  in  the  chamber  before  the  prohibition  sets  in. 
What  we  are  talking  about  is  two  additional  rounds,  Mrs.  Brady, 
and  a  piece  of  plastic. 

Mrs.  Brady.  If  it  is  my  life  or  that  child's  life  that  was  that  extra 
round,  it  would  make  a  great  deal  of  difference  to  me.  I  will  tell 
you  that. 

Mr.  Sposato.  The  sportsmen  I  know  that  grew  up  in  northern 
Maine  and  the  mountains  of  Colorado  and  in  Mississippi,  all  of 
whom  like  to  hunt,  I  understand  the  sport.  It  is  not  how  many  bul- 
lets you  fire,  it  is  how  few  you  fire;  and  the  challenge  of  the  sport 
is  also  how  few  you  fire,  not  how  many  you  fire.  And  the  point  here 
is  the  point  of  harnessing  the  amount  of  firepower  that  they  put 
in  the  hands  of  psychotics. 

We  put  into  IntraTEC  DC-9's 
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Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  I  am  not  talking  about  an  IntraTEC  DC- 
9.  I  am  talking  about  the  two  shotguns  that  are  over  there,  because 
I  am  trying  to  find  out  how  broad  the  witnesses,  including  yourself, 
would  want  to  make  this  gun  ban. 

Now,  can  you  answer  the  question  of  whether  you  will  be  in  favor 
of  banning  the  top  shotgun  as  well  as  the  bottom  one? 

Mr.  Sposato.  I  would  not,  and  I  believe  that  any  true  sportsman 
doesn't  need  the  extra  four  bullets. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  I  would  simply  say  that  most — I  don't  know  my 
colleague's  position — but  most  of  my  colleagues  that  are  against  the 
bill  that  Senator  Feinstein  and  myself  and  Mel  Reynolds  have  in- 
troduced were  also  against  the  bill  that  abolished  these.  So  taking 
those  two  guns  is  taking  the  narrowest  case. 

I  still  think  you  can  make  the  argument  about  seven  rounds  and 
three  rounds.  We  prohibit  8  and  15  and  30  and  50  when  we  have 
a  five-bullet  ban,  but  almost  all  of  them  don't  want  to  ban  this. 
They  don't  want  to  ban  those.  They  don't  want  to  ban  any.  And  if 
the  difference  were  simply  between  those  two  guns,  we  would  not 
have  the  debate  here. 

If  all  the  opponents  of  this  said,  draw  a  fine  distinction  between 
those  two  guns  and  guns  like  it,  we  would  not  have  a  debate. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  my  point.  We 
don't  debate  and  vote  on  broad  concepts  here  in  Congress.  We  de- 
bate and  vote  on  specific  legislation. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Correct. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  And  the  legislation  that  has  been  drafted 
and  is  before  the  subcommittee  today  is  very  broad  legislation,  and 
the  point  that  I  am  trying  to  make  is  that  the  hunting  shotgun 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  himself  used  last  December 
when  he  went  out  hunting  on  the  Eastern  Shore  of  Maryland,  with 
two  very  minor  modifications  becomes  an  assault  weapon,  and 
those  modifications  have  nothing  to  do  with  how  that  gun  is  fired. 
It  is  how  many  rounds  are  in  the  chamber,  two  more  in  this  case. 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  Four  more. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Well,  it  is  two  more  according  to  your  bill, 
Mr.  Chairman,  because  you  allow  for  five,  if  there  was  a  five-round 
magazine. 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  We  don't  allow  for  50. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  If  there  was  a  five-round  magazine  on  the 
Clinton  gun,  that  still  would  be  legal  in  your  bill,  and  one  piece  of 
plastic  and  how  it  is  held  would  make  it  illegal. 

It  seems  to  me  that  what  is  in  the  bill  is  a  lot  broader  than  what 
is  being  talked  about  here. 

I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Last  year — we  should  check  the  record — when 
there  was  a  bill  on  the  floor  that  simply  listed  19  assault  weapons, 
not  that  one,  look  at  the  vote  and  see  how  your  legislators  voted. 
See  if  the  argument  is  real  or  if  it  is  sophistry,  just  the  desire  to 
avoid  any  ban  on  50  magazines,  on  weapons  like  this,  et  cetera. 

Mel  Reynolds  is  my  cosponsor  on  this  assault  weapons  ban.  He 
has  done  a  great  job  trying  to  move  things  along  here,  and  I  have 
asked  him  to  join  me.  He  has  a  statement  which  we  will  simply  put 
in  the  record,  without  objection.  But  he  wants  to  ask  the  panel 
some  questions. 
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STATEMENT  OF  HON.  MEL  REYNOLDS,  A  REPRESENTATIVE  IN 
CONGRESS  FROM  THE  STATE  OF  ILLINOIS 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Mr.  Schumer,  I  want  to  thank  you  for  inviting  me 
to  sit  in.  This  is  not  a  committee  to  which  I  am  assigned.  I  am  a 
freshman.  I  find  it  amazing  to  sit  and  listen  to  all  the  technical  ar- 
guments that  are  being  given.  People  back  home  are  screaming  for 
us  to  do  something  about  semiautomatic  assault  weapons. 

See,  I  live  in  a  community  that  every  night  somebody  gets  shot 
with  a  semiautomatic  assault  weapon.  I  come  here  for  3  days  a 
week,  and  then  I  go  back  to  Chicago  where  my  wife  and  my  three 
small  children  live  every  single  day. 

And  so,  for  those  of  us  who  just  got  here  and  are  wondering, 
what  is  the  Congress  going  to  do,  what  is  it  going  to  take  for  the 
Congress  to  hear  the  cries  of  the  people,  if  someone  walked  in  that 
door  right  now  with  a  gun  that  shoots  30  rounds  or  so  in  10  to  20 
or  30  seconds  and  shot  30  people  in  this  room  and  killed  15  of  them 
before  the  TV  cameras  and  the  reporters,  we  would  ban  semiauto- 
matic assault  weapons.  It  would  happen.  It  would  happen  next 
week  or  the  week  after.  What  else  has  to  happen? 

We  have  had  unbelievable  events.  We  have  attempted  assassina- 
tion of  Presidents.  We  have  a  man  getting  on  a  train  and  shooting 
people.  We  have  little  children  losing  their  mothers.  We  have  trau- 
ma units  being  closed  all  over  the  country  because  of  these  weap- 
ons. We  have  people  walking  in  the  schoolyards  with  semiauto- 
matic weapons,  killing  people.  And  when  that  happens,  we  have 
huge  news  coverage,  and  then  it  dies  down  and  we  forget  about  it. 

The  disciples,  the  vice  lords,  the  Latin  kings,  they  have  all  semi- 
automatic assault  weapons.  How  did  they  get  those  weapons?  Sev- 
enty percent  of  the  time  when  the  State  police  arrest  one  of  these 
gang  members,  they  come  from  legal  purchases  by  law-abiding  citi- 
zens— a  person  with  a  gun  card,  a  person  with  no  felony  convic- 
tions— and  they  go  out  and  sell  them  to  the  gangs. 

Little  Meghan,  the  picture  reminds  me  of  a  2-year-old  child  in 
my  district,  Crystal.  Her  mother  is  still  here,  but  little  Meghan  was 
shot  in  the  head  last  summer.  Little  Meghan  is  now  almost  3  years 
old,  and  she  will  spend  the  rest  of  her  life  without  the  use  of  her 
right  side. 

Now,  this  is  a  poor  family.  They  cannot  afford  to  pay  for  this 
child.  All  of  us  will  pay  for  this  child  in  our  society. 

In  1981,  in  Illinois  in  Chicago,  5  percent  of  the  people  admitted 
to  Cook  County  Hospital,  the  poor  hospital,  had  multiple  wounds. 
In  1991,  25  percent  of  the  people  admitted  to  these  hospitals  had 
multiple  wounds. 

You  talk  about — Doctor,  about  trauma  units.  On  the  South  Side 
of  Chicago,  where  over  a  million — almost  a  million  people  live, 
there  is  not  one  level  A  trauma  unit  open.  Six  have  closed.  And 
why  did  they  close?  Because  they  say  they  can  no  longer  afford  to 
take  care  of  uninsured  gunshot  victims. 

If  you  live  in  the  North  Side  of  Chicago  or  the  far  south  suburbs, 
how  does  that  affect  me?  I  am  not  gang  banging.  I  am  not  going 
to  sleep  tonight  wondering  if  I  am  going  to  get  a  stray  bullet.  I  live 
in  a  nice  neighborhood.  You  go  to  the  Chicago  White  Sox's  baseball 
game  and  you  have  a  car  accident  and  you  need  to  go  to  a  level 
A  trauma  unit,  you  have  to  go  25  minutes  away,  if  you  are  on  the 
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South  Side  where  the  White  Sox's  park  is,  to  get  to  that  trauma 
unit,  all  of  us. 

We  don't  need  to  go  to  medical  school  to  know  that,  with  trauma, 
every  minute  counts.  So  if  you  have  to  go  20  to  25  minutes,  inno- 
cent lives  will  be  lost.  Last  year,  we  paid  $2  to  $3  billion  in  this 
country  for  uninsured  gunshot  victims. 

Lastly,  you  know  sometimes  people  wonder  why  there  is  so  much 
cynicism  in  the  country  as  it  relates  to  the  Congress.  One  of  the 
reasons  is  that  people  are  not  stupid,  and  they  recognize  hypocrisy. 
We  got  tough  on  crime  last  week.  We  made  the  death  penalty 
available  for  carjacking.  We  made  drive-by  shooters  eligible  for  the 
death  penalty.  We  took  away  weights  from  prisoners  in  Federal 
prison. 

Yet  there  are  Members  in  this  body  who  won't  even  consider  ban- 
ning the  weapon  that  the  drive-by  shooter  used,  won't  consider  it. 
And  why  won't  they  consider  it?  Because  of  the  NRA,  the  National 
Rifle  Association,  that  is  caught  up  in  this  notion  of  the  second 
amendment  and  that  is  more  important  than  human  lives.  And 
those  weapons  on  that  table  have  no  purpose  but  to  kill  people. 

Thank  you  very  much.  I  want  to  thank  you  very  much  for  allow- 
ing me  to  address  this  panel.  I  don't  have  any  questions.  It  is  obvi- 
ously a  very  emotional  issue  for  me,  and  I  hope  and  pray  that  the 
Congress  will  have  the  courage  to  stand  up  to  the  NRA  and  the 
rest  of  those  who  would  let  us  have  these  weapons  to  continue  to 
hurt  innocent  citizens. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Mr.  Reynolds  follows:] 
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STATEMENT  OF  REPRESENTATIVE  MEL  REYNOLDS 
BEFORE  THE  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  CRIME  AND  CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 

APRIL  25,  1994 

MR.  CHAIRMAN,  MEMBERS  OF  THE 
SUBCOMMITTEE,  THANK  YOU  FOR  THE 
OPPORTUNITY  TO  BE  WITH  YOU  TODAY  TO 
DISCUSS  THE  URGENT  NEED  FOR  THIS 
LEGISLATION.    I  LOOK  FORWARD  TO  OUR 
WITNESSES'  TESTIMONY  AND  TO  PASSING  A 
SCHUMER/REYNOLDS  ASSAULT  WEAPON  BILL  AND 
PASSING  IT  ON  THE  FLOOR  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

A  BAN  ON  ASSAULT  WEAPONS  IS  LONG 
OVERDUE.    THE  AMERICAN  PEOPLE  ARE  DYING  FOR 
THIS  CONGRESS  TO  ENACT  LEGISLATION  BANNING 
THESE  WEAPONS  OF  DESTRUCTION.    THEIR  CRIES 
FOR  HELP  HAVE  FALLEN  ON  MANY  DEAF  EARS  IN 
CONGRESS.    THE  AMERICAN  PEOPLE  ARE  WAY 
AHEAD  OF  THE  CONGRESS  ON  THIS  ISSUE.    THEY 
KNOW  THAT  SEMI-AUTOMATIC  ASSAULT 
WEAPONS  HAVE  ONE  PURPOSE,  AND  THAT  IS  TO 
KILL  HUMAN  BEINGS. 

HUNTING  HUMANS  IS  NOT  A  SPORT, 
ALTHOUGH  THE  N.R.A.  WOULD  LIKE  AMERICANS 
TO  THINK  OTHERWISE. 
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MR.  CHAIRMAN,  SEMI-AUTOMATIC  ASSAULT 
WEAPONS  ARE  DEFINABLE.    THEY  ARE 
CHARACTERIZED  BY  A  NUMBER  OF 
DISTINGUISHABLE  FEATURES,  SUCH  AS  HIGH 
CAPACITY  MAGAZINES,  BARREL  SHROUDS,  AND 
OTHER  COMBAT  FUNCTIONAL  PURPOSES. 

THE  BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  AND 
FIREARMS  (BATF)  DETERMINED  THAT  SEMI- 
AUTOMATIC ASSAULT  WEAPONS  ARE 
DISTINGUISHABLE  FROM  OTHER  WEAPONS  IN 
THEIR  1989  REPORT  TO  CONGRESS  ON  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  THE  BUSH 
ADMINISTRATION'S  BAN  ON  43  TYPES  OF 
IMPORTED  SEMI-AUTOMATIC  ASSAULT  WEAPONS. 

SEMI-AUTOMATIC  ASSAULT  WEAPONS  ARE  19 
TIMES  MORE  LIKELY  TO  BE  USED  IN  CRIMES  THAN 
OTHER  TYPES  OF  GUNS,  AND  18  TIMES  MORE 
LIKELY  TO  KILL  POLICE  THAN  OTHER  GUNS. 

THE  N.R.A.  WOULD  ARGUE  THAT  SEMI- 
AUTOMATIC ASSAULT  WEAPONS  STILL  COMPRISE 
A  SMALL  PERCENTAGE  OF  ALL  FIREARMS  IN 
CIRCULATION.    I  HAVE  ONE  QUESTION  FOR  THEM: 
HOW  HIGH  MUST  THE  PILE  OF  BODY  BAGS  BE  AND 
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WHAT  PERCENTAGE  OF  DEATHS  MUST  BE 
ATTRIBUTABLE  TO  SEMI-AUTOMATIC  ASSAULT 
WEAPONS  BEFORE  THE  N.R.A.  SHOWS  ANY 
CONCERN?.      . 

GANGS  LOVE  ASSAULT  WEAPONS.    THE 
NATIONAL  INSTITUTE  OF  JUSTICE  STUDY  OF 
CHICAGO  GANGS  CONCLUDED  THAT  "VIRTUALLY 
ALL  OF  THE  INCREASE  IN  THE  NUMBER  OF  STREET 
GANG-MOTIVATED  HOMICIDES  (BETWEEN  1987 
AND  1990)  SEEMS  ATTRIBUTABLE  TO  AN 
INCREASE  IN  THE  USE  OF  HIGH  CALIBER, 
AUTOMATIC,  OR  SEMI-AUTOMATIC  WEAPONS." 

IN  1990,  31  PERCENT  OF  MURDER  WEAPONS 
USED  BY  CHICAGO  GANGS  WERE  ASSAULT 
WEAPONS.    THEIR  TREMENDOUS  FIREPOWER,  AND 
ABILITY  TO  SHOOT  MANY  ROUNDS  IN  A  FEW 
SECONDS,  HAVE  HAD  THE  EFFECT  OF  FILLING  OUR 
NATION'S  EMERGENCY  ROOMS  AND  TRAUMA 
UNITS  WITH  GUN  SHOT  VICTIMS  WHO  HAVE 
MULTIPLE  WOUNDS. 

OUR  HEALTH  CARE  SYSTEM  IS  STRAINING 
UNDER  THE  WEIGHT  OF  TREATING  UNINSURED 
GUN  SHOT  VICTIMS. 
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THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  RECENTLY 
PASSED  CRIME  LEGISLATION  CONTAINING  ALL 
SORTS  OF  "GET  TOUGH  ON  CRIME"  MEASURES 
THAT  MEMBERS  RUSHED  TO  VOTE  FOR  IN  ORDER 
TO  SHOW  THEIR  RESOLVE  TO  FIGHT  CRIME.    WE 
MADE  CAR  JACKING  A  DEATH  ELIGIBLE  CRIME. 
WE  OUTLAWED  WEIGHT  EQUIPMENT  FOR 
PRISONERS.    BUT  WE  DID  NOTHING  ABOUT  A 
KNOWN  LETHAL  HAZARD  TO  ALL  AMERICANS. 

WE  DID  NOTHING  ABOUT  GUNS. 

SPECIFICALLY,  WE  DID  NOTHING  ABOUT  THE 
GUNS  THAT  STRAFE  OUR  NEIGHBORHOODS,  AND 
MAKE  LAW-ABIDING  CITIZENS  PRISONERS  IN  THEIR 
HOMES.    WE  DID  NOTHING  ABOUT  SEMI- 
AUTOMATIC ASSAULT  WEAPONS. 

LET  US  NOT  FOR  ONE  SECOND  PERMIT  THE 
N.R.A.  TO  DESCRIBE  THEMSELVES  AS  ADVOCATES 
FOR  LAW-ABIDING  CITIZENS.    THEIR  CONCERTED 
EFFORT  TO  WATER  DOWN  LEGISLATION  IN 
LEGISLATIVE  BODIES  ACROSS  THE  COUNTRY  HAS 
CREATED  LOOPHOLES  THROUGH  WHICH  ANY  GUN 
RUNNER  CAN  WALK. 

I  JUST  FINISHED  AN  ELECTION,  MR. 
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CHAIRMAN.    AS  IN  ALL  OF  MY  PREVIOUS 
ELECTIONS,  I  VOWED  TO  DO  SOMETHING  ABOUT 
THE  GUN  VIOLENCE  THAT  TEARS  APART 
COMMUNITIES  AND  FAMILIES  IN  MY  DISTRICT.    IN 
EVERY  CORNER  OF  MY  DISTRICT,  FROM  THE 
WEALTHIER  SUBURBS,  TO  THE  MOST  GANG 
INFESTED  POCKETS  OF  THE  DISTRICT,  MEN, 
WOMEN,  AND  FAMILIES  ASKED  ME  TO  STOP  THE 
GUNS,  STOP  THE  MADNESS,  AND  TAKE  BACK 
THEIR  NEIGHBORHOODS  FROM  GUN  VIOLENCE. 

ON  ELECTION  DAY,  THE  MOST  GANG  INFESTED 
AREA  TURNED  OUT  AND  VOTED  FOR  MY  MESSAGE 
OF  STOPPING  THE  FLOW  OF  ASSAULT  WEAPONS 
ON  OUR  STREETS.    THE  PEOPLE  OF  MY  DISTRICT, 
AND  THE  VAST  MAJORITY  OF  PEOPLE  IN  THIS 
COUNTRY  WANT  THIS  LEGISLATION  PASSED  AND 
SIGNED  INTO  LAW  NOW. 

WHILE  CONGRESS  FIDDLES,  OUR  CITIES  AND 
TOWNS  BURN.    WHEN  WILL  CONGRESS  HEAR  THE 
CRIES  OF  PEOPLE  WHOSE  RIGHT  TO  LIFE,  LIBERTY 
AND  THE  PURSUIT  OF  HAPPINESS  HAS  BEEN 
DENIED  BY  THOSE  WHO  VALUE  GUNS  OVER  LIVES? 
WHEN  WILL  WE  TRULY  ADDRESS  CRIME  AND 
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VIOLENCE? 

THE  TIME  IS  NOW.    THE  AMERICAN  PEOPLE 
ARE  READY.    CONGRESSMAN  SCHUMER  AND  I,  AS 
WELL  AS  OTHER  MEMBERS  ON  THIS 
SUBCOMMITTEE  ARE  READY.    IT  IS  TIME  TO  BAN 
SEMI-AUTOMATIC  ASSAULT  WEAPONS.    IT  IS  TIME 
TO  PASS  THE  SCHUMER/REYNOLDS  SEMI- 
AUTOMATIC ASSAULT  WEAPONS  BILL. 

I  THANK  THE  CHAIRMAN. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Reynolds,  for  your  leadership  on 
this  issue.  You  bring  up  a  point  that  again  amazes  me. 

Last  week,  many  of  the  same  people  in  Congress  who  voted  to 
say  that  someone  in  prison  shouldn't  have  weights,  will  then  vote 
to  allow  those  same  people  to  have  guns.  Unbelievable. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Mr.  Chairman,  you  know  that  it  is  pres- 
ently against  Federal  law  for  a  convicted  felon  to  possess  a  firearm. 
That  is  just  a  flat-out  misstatement.  It  is  a  felony  in  and  of  itself. 
Come  on  now. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  OK.  Here  we  have  a  provision  pushed  by  the  NRA 
that  we  go  and  interview  felons  who  get  out  of  jail.  We  spend  $4 
million  a  year  to  see  if  they  are  eligible  to  get  guns  again.  I  tried 
to  take  it  out  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  bill  last  year.  The 
NRA  lobbied  enough  people,  and  it  stayed  in. 

So  the  very  same  people,  I  repeat,  who  we  are  taking  away 
weights  from  in  prison,  when  they  get  out,  because  of  an  NRA- 
pushed  program,  some  of  them  will  get  guns. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  And  I  didn't  vote  for  that  proposition. 

Mr.  Schumer.  I  didn't  say  you,  Mr.  Sensenbrenner;  I  said  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  Brondell.  Is  it  presently  against  the  law  for  the  wife  of  one 
of  these  convicted  felons  to  purchase  such  a  weapon? 

Mr.  Schumer.  No,  it  is  not. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  It  is  not  against  the  law. 

Mr.  Schumer.  Mrs.  Locicero. 

Mrs.  Locicero.  I  would  like  to  address  the  issue  of  the  trauma 
unit.  My  husband  and  I,  when  we  were  called  to  go  from  New  Jer- 
sey to  New  York,  because  we  were  aware  that  my  daughter  had 
been  shot,  were  also  very  quickly  made  aware  of  what  a  trauma 
unit  does.  A  trauma  unit  enters  the  picture,  at  least — I  am  sure 
that  Dr.  Milzman  can  be  much  more  specific  about  this  than  I — 
but  when  that  trauma  unit  entered  my  life,  it  entered  my  life  as 
it  was  taking  care  of  my  daughter's  life.  I  saw  a  well-run  trauma 
unit — sensitive  people  who  had  to  take  care  of  not  just  Amy,  but 
approximately  six  others  in  that  particular  hospital,  Winthrop  Uni- 
versity Hospital  in  New  York,  in  Mineola. 

That  was  going  on  at,  at  least,  three  other  hospitals  at  the  same 
time.  The  number  who  were  hit  on  the  Long  Island  Rail  Road  was 
large.  The  need  for  the  trauma  units  to  be  extra  sized  in  multiple 
ways  became  very  quickly  evident.  I  am  sorry  that  in  Chicago  they 
have  been  closed. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  On  the  South  Side  of  Chicago. 

Mrs.  Locicero.  I  am  sorry  anywhere  that  that  would  have  hap- 
pened. 

But  I  would  like  to  also  comment  on  the  fact  that  they  are  des- 
perately needed,  No.  1.  No.  2,  they  will  be  even  more  desperately 
needed  unless  the  assault  weapon  is  removed  from  the  hands  of  in- 
discriminate individuals. 

I  thank  you  all. 

Mr.  Schumer.  Thank  you.  And  I  again  want  to  thank  our  panel 
for  their  outstanding  testimony.  And  Jim  and  Sarah,  again,  thank 
you  for  your  leadership  on  this  issue.  We  need  you  now  more  than 
ever. 
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Dr.  MiLZMAN.  Just  as  a  final  comment,  I  appreciate  everybody's 
concern  here.  And  I  feel  for  everybody's  loss,  having  shared  that 
with  many  persons  myself.  However,  I  would  like  to  point  out  that 
the  Congress,  nationwide,  despite  being  lobbied  very  extensively  by 
those  of  us  in  the  trauma  centers  with  impending  trauma  center 
closures  that  are  occurring  now  at  greater  than  3  to  5  a  year — and 
there  are  only  less  than  150  of  them  remaining.  We  were  only  ap- 
propriated $5.6  million  in  small  grants  last  year  to  be  given  to  try 
to  keep  the  small  trauma  centers  open,  and  this  is  a  drop  in  the 
bucket. 

It  is  amazing  that  the  NRA  can  get  millions  of  dollars — $4  mil- 
lion to  interview  people — when  that  could  keep  a  few  trauma  cen- 
ters up  and  open  for  a  year.  And  I  appreciate  Mr.  Reynolds's  com- 
ment on  this  specific  issue  of  the  trauma  center  closures.  Thank 
you. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Again,  panel,  thank  you  very,  very  much. 

We  will  now  call  our  second  panel,  two  of  whom  have  been  very 
patient. 

If  we  could  have  a  little  order. 

We  will  next  hear  from  two  representatives  of  the  Clinton  admin- 
istration: Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Henry 
Cisneros,  and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms,  John  Magaw. 

We  are  delighted  to  have  Secretary  Cisneros  here.  In  my  opinion, 
he  has  done  a  fabulous  job.  He  is  one  of  the  stars  of  this  adminis- 
tration. His  presence  here  today  underscores  dramatically  how  per- 
vasive gun  violence  has  become  in  our  lives. 

There  was  a  time,  not  too  many  years  ago,  when  guns  would 
have  been  the  least  of  a  HUD  Secretary's  worries.  Today,  however, 
gun  violence  has  invaded  every  aspect  of  our  lives.  Not  a  single 
Cabinet  member  is  free  from  worry  about  their  effects,  least  of  all 
Secretary  Cisneros. 

Director  Magaw  is  our  expert  today,  not  only  because  his  Bureau 
is  responsible  for  interpreting  and  enforcing  our  Federal  gun  laws, 
but  because  the  men  and  women  who  work  for  him  face  these  dead- 
ly assault  weapons  in  their  work  day  in  and  day  out. 

I  look  forward  to  his  careful  and  thoughtful  analysis  of  the  prob- 
lem we  face  today. 

Secretary  Cisneros,  thank  you  very  much  for  coming,  for  your 
leadership  on  this,  and  so  many  other  issues.  When  the  administra- 
tion said  they  wished  to  send  you,  I  was  delighted. 

STATEMENT  OF  HENRY  G.  CISNEROS,  SECRETARY,  U.S. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Mr.  Cisneros.  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  committee, 
thank  you  very  much  for  inviting  me.  I  want  to  compliment  the 
committee  on  taking  on  this  important  review  and  wish  it  every 
success  in  passing  through  the  committee  and  beyond  this  impor- 
tant legislation. 

It  is  humbling  to  sit  at  this  table  after  the  panel  that  was  assem- 
bled and  spoke  so  strongly,  very  strong  individuals  who  despite 
their  own  personal  loss  are  attempting  to  make  a  national  con- 
tribution on  this  subject. 
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Because  I  will  focus  my  testimony  on  my  experiences  of  late, 
which  deal  with  the  situation  in  Chicago,  the  outbreak  of  violence 
there  in  public  housing,  I  have  asked  two  persons  to  join  me:  Joe 
Mayo,  deputy  chief  of  police  for  the  Chicago  Housing  Authority  Po- 
lice Department  who  has  daily  experience  with  the  automatic 
weapons  and  the  assault  weapons  in  the  Chicago  Public  Housing 
Authority;  and  Chris  Maerz,  director  of  public  safety  of  the  Chicago 
Public  Housing  Authority. 

They  have  several  items,  including  this  book.  I  would  like  to  be 
able  to  get  this  to  you. 

As  you  look  through  it,  you  will  see  the  cache  of  weapons  that 
are  in  the  storeroom  of  the  Chicago  Housing  Authority  which  are 
the  result  of  sweeps  and  of  other  efforts  to  get  a  handle  on  those 
weapons. 

The  administration  strongly  supports  H.R.  3527  the  Public  Safe- 
ty and  Recreational  Firearms  Use  Protection  Act,  which  would  ban 
the  manufacture,  transfer,  or  possession  of  certain  defined  assault 
weapons  and  high-capacity  magazines.  The  bill  specifically  exempts 
those  weapons  most  commonly  used  in  hunting  and  recreational 
sports. 

As  a  Texan,  I  appreciate  the  importance  of  protecting  the  use  of 
certain  firearms  for  recreational  and  hunting  purposes. 

As  HUD  Secretary,  I  have  gained  a  broader  understanding  of  the 
problems  posed  by  the  use  of  military-style  assault  weapons  on 
America's  streets  today,  and  I  would  like  to  share  with  you  some 
of  my  recent  experiences  in  what  can  only  be  described  as  a  war 
zone. 

As  you  may  know.  President  Clinton  asked  me  to  travel  to  Chi- 
cago 3  weeks  ago  to  assess  the  use  of  Operation  Clean  Sweep  by 
the  Chicago  Housing  Authority.  I  spent  a  significant  amount  of 
time  at  Robert  Taylor  Homes  and  Stateway,  which  houses  some 
23,000  of  the  Nation's  poorest  people. 

The  residents  tell  me  they  live  without  basic  amenities  because 
maintenance  personnel  are  harassed  by  gang  members  and  because 
use  of  essential  facilities,  such  as  mailboxes,  is  denied  by  gang 
members  who  use  them  as  storage  places  for  guns;  they  cower  be- 
hind darkened  windows  in  their  own  living  rooms  because  of  the 
heavy  weapons  that  are  used  in  firing  from  building  to  building, 
placing  bullet  holes  literally  through  the  walls  above  their  chil- 
dren's beds. 

Little  children  sleep  in  bathtubs  as  a  sense  of  protection. 

Residents  are  cleared  to  enter  their  own  buildings  by  gang  mem- 
bers who  control  the  entrances  and  lobbies  and  who  threaten  the 
security  guards,  and  in  several  cases,  have  shot  and  killed  hired  se- 
curity guards.  Nine  have  been  shot,  two  killed  since  late  1993, 
within  the  last  6  months  or  so. 

Residents  leave  their  buildings  and  must  walk  with  children 
through  what  only  can  be  called  military-style  fields  of  fire  as  the 
assault  weapons  that  gang  members  have  are  trained  from  one 
building  to  the  next  building  where  residents  live,  and  the  cross 
space  in  which  residents  must  walk  to  leave  their  buildings. 

Literally  they  are  in  danger  when  they  leave  the  entrance  way 
to  the  building  because  they  are  in  the  field  of  fire  of  persons  with 
military-style  weapons  in  adjacent  buildings. 
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Residents  cry  for  relief  from  conditions  that  are  truly  as  deadly 
as  a  war  zone.  That  level  of  violence  is  simply  unacceptable  any- 
where in  our  country. 

The  last  weeks  have  seen  an  unprecedented  eruption  of  that  kind 
of  violence  in  Chicago's  housing.  In  response  to  the  violence  and  a 
court  order,  the  President  directed  me  and  the  Attorney  General  to 
devise  a  national  policy  on  the  types  of  searches  that  might  be  con- 
stitutionally valid  and  to  look  at  other  elements  of  security  and 
community  development  in  Chicago. 

We  started  with  the  premise  that  security  personnel  must  be 
able  to  take  back  control  of  the  lobbies  of  buildings.  In  Chicago,  be- 
cause of  limited  resources,  the  Housing  Authority  hired  private  se- 
curity guards  who  are  courageous  people  that  man  metal  detectors 
and  access  systems  in  the  buildings. 

They  told  us,  however,  that  gang  members  approached  the  secu- 
rity guards  with  assault  weapons,  with  Uzis,  AK-47's  and  Street 
Sweepers,  and  intimidate  them  into  invalidating  the  metal  detec- 
tors. 

Because  of  their  tremendous  firepower,  the  weapons  are  the 
weapon  of  choice  for  gang  members  and  they  overpower  the  guards 
who  have  only  handguns. 

Therefore,  we  are  stressing  that  searches  can  occur  in  the  com- 
mon areas  of  buildings  and  we  are  providing  resources  so  that 
sworn  police  officers  and  not  private  security  guards  can  operate 
the  metal  detectors. 

Your  bill  to  ban  assault  weapons  would  help  us  take  back  the 
buildings. 

Second,  we  discovered  that  gangs  often  store  their  weapons  in 
vacant  units.  I  was  along  with  a  search  team  in  Chicago  2  weeks 
ago  that  netted  on  the  order  of  25  weapons  just  on  one  sweep  one 
Sunday  night  and  was  shocked  to  see  how  many  of  those  weapons 
were  assault  weapons. 

While  I  was  visiting  the  stockroom  of  the  police  substation  of  the 
Chicago  Housing  Authority,  it  is  full,  literally  hundreds  of  weap- 
ons, many  of  them  assault  weapons,  and  they  have  been  secured 
principally  in  vacant  units  where  gangs  have  stored  them. 

Since  March  25,  a  total  of  89  weapons  have  been  confiscated  in 
one  development,  Robert  Taylor  Homes,  26  of  which  were  semi- 
automatic, and  many  of  those,  assault  weapons.  In  addition  almost 
2,000  rounds  of  assault  weapon  ammunition  were  seized. 

Lastly,  we  have  developed  a  policy  within  constitutional  bound- 
aries to  deal  with  conditions  in  our  Nation's  war  zones,  places 
where  gangs  and  drug  traffickers  are  fighting  each  other  with  mili- 
tary-style weapons,  for  searches  for  unlicensed  or  unauthorized 
weapons,  where  consent  of  tenants  is  given  and  where  emergency 
circumstances  arise. 

As  part  of  this  aspect  of  the  program  in  Chicago,  we  have  ex- 
tended what  we  call  Operation  Safe  Home.  It  is  a  collaboration 
with  the  Justice  Department,  U.S.  attorney,  FBI,  DEA,  and  the 
Treasury's  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms. 

From  February  to  the  end  of  March,  our  efforts  have  netted  129 
arrests,  15  indictments,  4  pleas  and  5  sentences,  and  30  weapons, 
assault  weapons,  have  been  recovered  during  that  time. 
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One  aspect  of  our  Operation  Safe  Home  initiative  in  New  York 
illustrates  the  problem  that  assault  weapons  pose  for  us  in  public 
housing  settings. 

The  New  York  City  Housing  Police  Department  has  been  waging 
an  ongoing  battle  for  control  of  Edgemeer  Houses  in  Queens,  NY. 
Several  local  and  Federal  violent  crime  initiatives  are  being  coordi- 
nated. 

Edgemeer  Houses  has  been  experiencing  a  pattern  of  shots  being 
fired  from  the  buildings  at  police  and  at  the  general  public,  cul- 
minating last  week  in  the  daylight  rooftop  firing  of  a  16-shot  burst 
from  an  AK-47  assault  rifle. 

A  Safe  Home  tactical  operation  was  launched  on  April  22,  4  days 
ago,  which  determined  that  the  assailants  disappear  into  the  apart- 
ment units  and  therefore  cannot  be  identified.  Tenants  are  fright- 
ened and  therefore  do  not  cooperate  with  the  police.  Police  and  ten- 
ants remain  at  risk  since  we  have  not  yet  identified  the  assailants. 

What  makes  conditions  so  fundamentally  different  than  before  is 
the  combination  of  heavy  weaponry  with  the  incentive  of  drug  prof- 
its added  to  the  complex  of  social  problems  that  we  are  working 
with  in  public  housing. 

Mr.  Chairman,  even  though  my  experience  with  public  housing 
has  made  me  a  strong  advocate  for  a  ban  on  assault  weapons,  I  am 
not  a  firearms  expert.  I  know  Mr.  Mayo's  testimony  will  speak 
more  directly  to  some  of  the  technical  aspects  of  the  legislation.  But 
I  do  know  this — the  bill  before  the  subcommittee  is  a  common- 
sense,  straightforward  approach,  and  that  is  why  the  administra- 
tion supports  it. 

First,  we  support  the  ban  on  19  of  the  deadliest  assault  weapons 
on  the  market.  Many  of  these  are  domestic  versions  of  assault 
weapons  banned  by  the  previous  administration  because  they  were 
found  to  have  no  legitimate  sporting  purpose. 

Second,  it  specifically  exempts  more  than  650  legitimate  sporting 
weapons,  so  there  is  no  confusion  for  hunters  and  sportsmen. 

Third,  it  prevents  manufacturers  from  circumventing  the  assault 
weapons  ban  by  simply  producing  a  different  model  gun  with  the 
same  features.  Such  copycat  firearms  are  prospectively  restricted 
by  an  objective  test  based  on  the  firearm's  physical  features. 

Fourth,  it  bans  high-capacity  ammunition  feeding  devices,  the 
kind  that  allow  criminals  and  crackpots  to  spray  repeated  rounds 
without  reloading — and  often  killing  or  wounding  innocent  victims. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  close  by  making  one  observation  on  what 
I  have  seen  in  recent  weeks,  and  that  is  that  the  very  availability 
of  assault  weapons  is  a  major  new  factor.  They  are  intimidating  in 
appearance.  They  have  massive  firepower  capability.  They  change 
the  balance  between  what  law  enforcement  officials  have  and  what 
the  gang  members  are  armed  with.  They  use  them  indiscrimi- 
nately. 

We  had  300  shootings  in  public  housing  over  a  1-week  period,  not 
persons  shot,  but  intense  shooting,  usually  automatic  weapons,  re- 
peat bursts,  assault  weapon  intensity.  As  we  try  to  get  a  handle 
on  living  conditions  in  these  settings,  it  is  essential  that  we  take 
steps  to  ban  these  weapons. 

I  would  like  Mr.  Mayo,  if  time  allows,  to  say  a  quick  word.  He 
deals  with  these  situations  daily.  When  I  have  accompanied  the  po- 
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lice  teams  in  the  Chicago  Housing  Authority  twice  in  recent  weeks, 
it  was  in  his  company.  He  is  a  longtime  police  officer  with  experi- 
ence in  this  field  and  I  think  it  would  be  worth  hearing  a  few 
words  firom  him. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Mr.  Cisneros  follows:] 
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Thank  you  for  inviting  me  to  be  here  today,  Mr.  Chairman, 
to  discuss  proposed  legislation  to  ban  assault  weapons.    I  do  not 
know  if  any  other  HUD  Secretary  has  testified  before  your 
Subcommittee  before,  but  this  is  my  second  appearance  in  the  last 
few  months.    It  is  a  testament  to  the  level  of  gun  violence  in  our 
streets,  in  our  schools  and  in  our  public  and  assisted  housing  that 
I  feel  compelled  to  testify  yet  again  on  a  crime-related  issue.   Not 
unlike  the  other  cabinet  secretaries,  I  find  myself  spending  more 
and  more  time  on  the  issue  of  crime  and  violence;  unfortunately  it 
touches  all  of  us. 

The  Administration  strongly  supports  H.R.  3527,  the  "Public 
Safety  and  Recreational  Firearms  Use  Protection  Act",  which 
would  ban  the  manufacture,  transfer  or  possession  of  certain 
defined  assault  weapons  and  high  capacity  magazines.   The  bill 
specifically  exempts  those  weapons  most  commonly  used  in 
hunting  and  recreational  sports.   As  a  Texan,  I  appreciate  the 
importance  of  protecting  the  use  of  certain  firearms  for 
recreational  and  hunting  purposes.   As  HUD  Secretary,  I  have 
gained  a  broader  understanding  of  the  problems  posed  by  the  use 
of  military  style  assault  weapons  on  America's  streets  today,  and  I 
would  like  to  share  with  you  some  of  my  recent  experiences  in 
what  can  only  be  described  as  a  war  zone. 

As  you  may  know,  President  Clinton  asked  me  to  travel  to 
Chicago  three  weeks  ago  to  assess  the  use  of  "Operation  Clean 
Sweep"  by  the  Chicago  Housing  Authority.   I  spent  a  significant 
amount  of  time  at  Robert  Taylor  Homes  and  Stateway,  which 
comprise  65  highrise  buildings  along  State  Street  in  South 
Chicago.   These  buildings  warehouse  23,000  of  the  nation's 
poorest  people,  with  average  incomes  around  $5,400,  in  dense,  ill- 
designed  environments.   It's  the  end  of  the  line  in  urban  America; 
it  is  the  dead  end  where  racial,  spatial  separation  and  isolation 
ultimately  leads. 
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The  residents  tell  me  they: 

o        have  become  prisoners  in  their  own  apartments  for  fear  of 
darkened  elevators  and  hallways  where  electrical  fixtures 
have  been  destroyed, 

o        live  without  basic  amenities  because  maintenance  personnel 
are  harassed  by  gangmembers  and  because  use  of  essential 
facilities  such  as  mailboxes  is  denied  by  gangmembers  who 
use  them  as  storage  places  for  guns, 

o       cower  behind  darkened  windows  in  their  own  living  rooms 
and  point  to  bullet  holes  on  walls  or  in  windows, 

o       are  cleared  to  enter  their  own  buildings  by  gang  members 
who  control  the  entrances  and  lobbies  and  who  threaten  and 
in  some  cases  have  shot  and  killed  the  hired  security 
personnel, 

o       raise  their  children  without  the  help  of  traditional 

recreational  programs  and  without  sports  areas  because  ball 
fields  are  littered  with  glass  fragments, 

o  leave  their  buildings  and  must  walk  with  children  through 
fields  of  fire  from  assault  weapons  as  gang  members  shoot 
from  one  building  to  the  next,  and 

o       cry  for  relief  from  conditions  as  truly  deadly  as  a  war  zone. 

American  women  and  children  are  living  in  a  setting  that  is 
violent,  demeaning,  fearsome,  and  without  hope.  But  it  is  our 
responsibility  to  ensure  that  public  housing  is  a  safe  haven  ~  and 
not  a  killing  ground  --  for  people  who  are  trying  so  hard  to  lift 
their  children  and  themselves  to  better  lives.   The  level  of  violence 
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is  just  simply  unacceptable. 

The  last  weeks  have  seen  an  unprecedented  eruption  of 
violence  in  Chicago's  public  housing;  at  the  same  time  Federal 
District  Judge  Anderson  ruled  that  gun  and  drug  searches  being 
conducted  by  the  Chicago  Housing  Authority  exceeded 
constitutional  limits.    In  response  to  the  violence  and  the  court 
order,  the  President  directed  me  and  the  Attorney  General  to 
devise  a  national  poUcy  on  searches,  and  to  look  at  the  other 
elements  of  security  and  community  development  that  need  to 
occur  immediately  to  stop  the  violence  in  Chicago. 

Last  Saturday  the  President  announced  the  policy  to  give 
public  housing  authorities,  residents,  local  law  enforcement  and 
others  clear  guidance  on  the  range  of  lawful  techniques  that  can 
be  used  to  combat  violent  crime  in  public  housing  developments. 
Rather  than  discuss  the  policy,  I  would  like  to  describe  how  we 
arrived  at  some  of  our  conclusions,  because  underlying  all  of  them 
is  the  fact  that  gangs  are  fighting  wars  with  military  assault 
weapons  and  overpowering  our  security  forces  in  public  housing 
developments. 

We  started  with  the  premise  that  we  must  first  take  back 
control  of  lobbies  of  buildings.    In  Chicago,  because  of  Umited 
resources,  the  housing  authority  hired  "rent-a-cops",  who  are 
courageous  people  that  man  metal  detectors  and  access  systems  in 
these  buildings.   They  told  us,  however,  that  gangmembers  would 
approach  the  security  guards  with  assault  weapons  ~  Uzis,  AK- 
47s,  Street  Sweepers  —  and  intimidate  them  into  removing  the 
metal  detectors.   Because  of  their  tremendous  firepower,  these 
weapons  are  the  weapons  of  choice  for  gangmembers  and  they 
overpower  the  guards  who  may  only  have  handguns.    Therefore, 
we  are  stressing  that  searches  can  occur  in  the  common  areas  of 
buildings  and  we  are  providing  resources  so  that  sworn  officers 
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can  operate  the  metal  detectors.    Your  bill  to  ban  assault 
weapons,  Mr.  Chairman,  would  help  us  take  back  these  buildings. 

Second,  we  discovered  that  gangs  often  store  their  weapons 
in  vacant  units.    I  was  along  with  a  search  team  in  Chicago  two 
weeks  ago  that  netted  something  on  the  order  of  25  weapons  just 
on  a  Sunday  night  ~  and  I  was  shocked  to  see  how  many  of  these 
weapons  were  assault  weapons.    While  I  was  there  I  also  visited 
the  stock  room  at  the  police  substation  of  the  Chicago  Housing 
Authority  and  it  is  full;  literally  1,000  weapons,  again,  many  of 
which  are  assault  weapons,  and  which  have  been  secured 
principally  in  vacant  units,  where  gangs  tend  to  store  them.   Let 
me  just  add  that  since  March  25th,  a  total  of  89  weapons  have 
been  confiscated  in  Robert  Taylor  Homes,  26  of  which  were  semi- 
automatic, many  of  which  were  assault  weapons;  in  addition  1700 
rounds  of  ammunition  were  seized. 

Lastly,  we  developed  parameters,  which  I  will  not  describe 
now,  for  searches  of  units  for  unlicensed  or  unauthorized  weapons 
where  consent  of  tenants  is  given  and  where  emergency 
circumstances  arise.   In  short,  we  developed  a  policy  within 
constitutional  boundaries,  to  deal  with  conditions  in  our  Nation's 
war  zones  ~  the  places  where  gangs  and  drug-traffickers  are 
fighting  each  other  with  military-style  weapons. 

We  developed  a  second  aspect  of  the  strategy  announced  by 
the  President  to  go  beyond  drug  and  gun  searches  in  order  to  take 
back  the  buildings  from  the  gangs.   It  provides  a  downpayment  on 
the  crime  bill  for  Chicago's  public  housing.   It  reflects  the  same 
balancing  approach  you  take  in  the  crime  bill.  Chairman 
Schumer,  with  a  combination  of  enforcement  measures  —  those 
associated  with  security  and  safety  and  taking  control  of  buUdings 
and  their  surrounding  areas  ~  and  prevention  measures, 
recreation,  youth  programs,  antigang  strategies,  and  drug  control. 
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A  part  of  this  aspect  of  the  program  in  Chicago  is  the 
extension  of  our  Operation  Safe  Home  initiative  to  Robert  Taylor 
Homes  and  Stateway.    Operation  Safe  Home  is  an  initiative  we 
launched  in  February  with  the  Department  of  Justice,  FBI,  ATF 
and  DEA  to  coordinate  our  anti-crime  efforts  in  public  and 
assisted  housing  developments  across  the  country.    From  February 
to  the  end  of  March  our  efforts  have  led  to  129  arrests,  15 
indictments,  4  pleas  and  5  sentences.   These  efforts  resulted  in  the 
recovery  of  more  than  30  weapons,  many  of  which  were  assault 
weapons. 

One  aspect  of  our  Safe  Home  initiative  in  New  York 
illustrates  the  problem  assault  weapons  pose  for  us  in  public 
housing.   The  New  York  City  Housing  Police  Department  has 
been  waging  an  ongoing  battle  for  control  of  Edgemeer  Houses  in 
Queens,  New  York.   Several  local  and  federal  violent  crime 
initiatives  are  being  coordinated,  with  mixed  success.   Edgmeer 
Houses  has  experienced  a  pattern  of  shots  being  fired  from  the 
rooftop  at  police  and  the  general  public,  culminating  last  week  in 
the  daylight  rooftop  firing  of  a  16  shot  burst  from  an  AK-47 
assault  rifle.   A  Safe  Home  tactical  operation  was  launched  on 
April  22,  which  determined  that  the  assailants  disappear  into  the 
apartment  units  and  therefore  can  not  be  identified.    The  tenants 
are  frightened  and  do  not  cooperate  with  police  —  and  police  and 
tenants  remain  at  risk  since  we  have  not  yet  identified  the 
assailants. 

Mr.  Chairman,  although  my  experience  with  public  housing 
has  made  me  a  strong  advocate  for  a  ban  on  assault  weapons,  I 
am  not  a  firearms  expert.   Fortunately,  Mr.  McGaw,  our  ATF 
Director,  is  an  expert  and  I  know  his  testimony  will  speak  more 
directly  to  some  of  the  more  technical  aspects  of  the  legislation. 
But  I  do  know  this:    the  bill  before  the  Subcommittee  is  a 
common  sense,  straightforward  approach. 
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There  are  four  features  at  the  heart  of  this  proposal: 

First,  it  bans  19  of  the  deadliest  assault  weapons  on  the 
market.    Many  of  these  are  domestic  versions  of  the  assault 
weapons  banned  by  the  previous  Administration  because  they 
were  found  to  have  no  legitimate  "sporting  purpose"; 

Second,  it  specifically  exempts  more  than  650  legitimate 
sporting  weapons,  so  there's  no  confusion  for  hunters  and 
sportsmen; 

Third,  it  prevents  manufacturers  from  circumventing  the 
assault  weapons  ban  by  simply  producing  a  different  model 
gun  but  with  the  same  features.   Such  "copycat"  firearms  are 
prospectively  restricted  by  an  objective  test  based  on  the 
firearm's  physical  features. 

Fourth,  it  bans  high-capacity  anmiunition  feeding  devices  — 
the  kind  that  allows  criminals  and  crackpots  to  spray 
repeated  rounds  ~  without  reloading  ~  and  often  killing  or 
wounding  innocent  victims. 

I  again  thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  be  here  today. 
While  it  is  a  pleasure  to  appear  before  your  Subcommittee,  I  wish 
--  as  HUD  Secretary  —  I  could  focus  more  on  housing  issues  and 
less  on  crime.   It  is  an  unfortunate  indicator  of  the  depth  of  our 
crime  problem  when  I  and  other  Cabinet  members  have  to  spend 
so  much  of  our  focus  on  anti-crime  proposals.   I  encourage  you  all 
to  pass  the  assault  weapons  ban.   While  not  a  panacea,  it  builds 
upon  the  tough,  smart  crime  bill  you  have  passed  and  the  Brady 
bill  ~  it  will  help  ensure  that  all  Americans  have  a  safe  and  secure 
home. 
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STATEMENT  OF  JOE  P.  MAYO,  CHIEF  OF  POLICE,  CHICAGO 
HOUSING  AUTHORITY  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

Mr.  Mayo.  I  am  Joe  P.  Mayo,  Chicago  Housing  Authority  Police 
Department. 

Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  panel.  As  I  lis- 
tened to  the  Secretary  speak  and  think  back  over  the  past  few 
months  since  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  department,  I  looked  at 
the  week  that  he  spoke  of  when  we  had  reports  of  over  300  shots 
fired  from  various  individuals,  I  thought  about  the  young  people 
that  I  see  going  to  school  every  day  in  the  developments  and  the 
fear  upon  their  faces  because  of  the  fire  that  we  hear  almost  con- 
tinually. 

Many  are  afraid  to  go  to  school.  Parents  are  torn,  I  am  sure,  psy- 
chologically from  the  continual  shots  fired  from  semiautomatic  as- 
sault weapons. 

I,  too,  am  opposed  to  assault  weapons  being  made  available  to 
people  on  the  street,  particularly  gang  bangers. 

I  was  the  commander  of  the  gang  crimes  unit  in  the  Chicago  Po- 
lice Department  for  a  number  of  years  and  I  have  seen  the  gang 
firepower  gain  over  the  years  to  the  place  where  they  are  almost 
as  well-equipped  as  the  U.S.  Armed  Forces. 

With  that,  I  would  like  to  say  again,  thank  you  for  allowing  me 
to  make  known  to  the  panel  the  kinds  of  things  that  I  foresee.  I 
think  it  is  a  psychological  trauma  that  these  young  people  are  now 
experiencing  that  will  probably  go  with  them  for  life,  that  we 
should  be  concerned  with. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Mayo. 

Director  Magaw. 

STATEMENT  OF  JOHN  W.  MAGAW,  DIRECTOR,  BUREAU  OF  AL- 
COHOL,  TOBACCO  AND  FIREARMS,  U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  TREASURY,  ACCOMPANIED  BY  BRAD  BUCKLES,  DEPUTY 
CHIEF  COUNSEL 

Mr.  Magaw.  I  am  proud  to  be  here  today  with  Secretary  Cisneros 
and  the  two  gentlemen  from  the  Chicago  Police  Department. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  also  have  with  me  Mr.  Brad  Buckles,  Deputy 
Chief  Counsel  at  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  testify  today  on  the  issue  of 
semiautomatic  assault  weapons. 

First,  may  I  commend  you  on  the  courage  you  have  shown  in  bat- 
tling this  landmark  legislation.  You  have  maintained  your  dignity 
even  when  your  opponents  have  hit  below  the  belt  in  an  attempt 
to  impugn  your  views. 

ATF  is  in  full  support  of  the  legislation  that  addresses  the  havoc 
on  societies  caused  by  semiautomatic  weapons.  These  weapons 
were  intentionally  designed  to  mirror  military  weapons  and  are 
used  to  intimidate  their  victims. 

The  ban  on  imported  weapons  in  1989  and  1993  recognized  that 
there  are  assault  weapons  being  made  that  are  not  intended  for 
sporting  purposes.  That  was  the  reason  for  those  bans. 

These  bans  stated  clearly  that  Americans  do  not  want  these 
weapons  of  war  imported  into  this  country.  Domestic  manufactur- 
ers, however,  are  not  bound  by  any  sporting  purpose  criteria  in  the 
law.  Therefore,  the  very  weapons  banned  from  importation  con- 
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tinue  to  be  available  to  the  criminals  who  prey  on  innocent  victims 
in  our  community. 

How  can  we  allow  this  dichotomy  to  exist?  How  can  we  justify 
on  one  hand  acting  responsibly  and  not  allowing  these  weapons  to 
be  imported  while  at  the  same  time  we  are  giving  a  nod  of  approval 
to  U.S.  manufacturers  that  it  is  OK  to  continue  making  these 
weapons  of  destruction? 

Defenders  of  the  weapons  have  questioned  whether  they  are  ac- 
tually used  to  commit  crimes.  One  must  ask  where  have  they  been 
in  the  last  2  or  3  years?  Absolutely,  without  question,  they  are  used 
to  commit  violent  crimes. 

Weapons  of  this  type  are  in  our  ATF  evidence  vaults  all  over  the 
country  as  they  are  in  Chicago  vaults  pending  court  action.  Results 
reported  to  me  and  to  our  ATF  staff  from  our  tracing  center  clearly 
show  that  these  weapons  are  the  tools  of  the  trade  for  criminals. 

Although  these  assault  weapons  make  up  less  than  1  percent  of 
the  total  firearms  in  circulation,  they  account  for  8  percent  of  the 
guns  traced.  Accordingly,  they  are  eight  times  as  likely  to  be  used 
to  wreak  havoc  in  our  neighborhoods  than  any  other  firearm. 

Three  domestically  manufactured  shotguns  were  recently  classi- 
fied as  destructive  devices  under  the  National  Firearms  Act — the 
Street  Sweeper,  the  Striker  12,  and  the  USAS  12. 

Even  by  taking  this  responsible  step  to  appropriately  classify 
weapons  that  were  designed  for  purely  military  purposes,  we  have 
not  stopped  their  manufacture. 

Including  them  as  destructive  devices  still  does  not  stop  their 
production  because  of  loopholes  in  the  law.  These  shotguns  are 
among  the  weapons  of  choice  of  youth  gangs  who  derive  some  dis- 
torted sense  of  self  by  literally  spraying  neighborhoods  with  lead 
trying  to  dominate  and  take  control  of  them  and  they  don't  care 
about  the  children  who  are  caught  in  the  gunfire. 

These  are  our  children.  Because  they  don't  carry  our  last  name 
or  speak  the  same  language,  they  are  your  children  and  mine.  They 
are  merely  victims  of  this  war  of  these  soldiers  of  moral  destruction 
as  described  a  few  moments  ago. 

There  are  hundreds  of  weapons  out  there  that  are  bought  by 
sportsmen  for  hunting  or  target  shooting.  This  is  not  what  anyone 
is  trying  to  take  away.  A  sporting  person  does  not  go  out  and  buy 
weapons  such  as  you  see  here  on  the  table  that  are  involved  in 
cold-blooded  murders  and  with  the  intent  to  maim  and  harm. 

The  semiautomatic  assault  weapons  are  designed  to  intimidate 
innocent  victims.  They  are  used  by  monsters  in  our  society,  not 
only  against  themselves,  but  against  our  children,  our  parents,  our 
neighbors,  and  local  law  enforcement. 

Yes,  the  numbers  and  the  cases  together  with  the  daily  uses  of 
these  weapons,  that  have  been  reported  by  the  media  and  repeat- 
edly reported  to  you  today,  clearly  demonstrate  the  proliferation  of 
semiautomatic  assault  weapons  that  are  used  by  criminals  against 
law-abiding  citizens  and  law  enforcement  officers. 

Some  say  that  it  is  people,  not  guns,  that  are  the  problem.  I  be- 
lieve that  it  is  the  combination  of  both.  We  must  work  in  both 
areas  together  with  reason,  as  previously  mentioned,  as  a  culture, 
as  a  country,  without  taking  away  the  constitutional  privileges — 
keeping  those  intact. 
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This  is  a  puzzle  involving  many  pieces.  Many  have  said  the 
Brady  bill  is  not  the  answer,  and  by  itself  it  is  not.  Many  have  said 
the  crime  bill  is  not  the  answer,  and  by  itself  it  is  not.  Many  have 
said  taking  these  assault  weapons  out  of  production  is  not  the  an- 
swer, and  by  itself  it  is  not. 

But  when  you  combine  the  assault  weapons  ban,  the  Brady  bill, 
the  changes  we  hope  will  occur  in  families,  when  you  cause  people 
to  stay  in  penitentiaries  and  serve  longer  sentences,  when  you  in- 
stitute firearm  license-dealer  reform,  when  the  NRA  continues 
their  training  and  education  programs  that  they  are  so  capable  of 
doing,  when  the  churches  get  involved,  when  the  communities  get 
involved,  when  the  rehabilitation  of  portions  of  the  criminal  ele- 
ment that  can  be  helped  occurs,  when  the  pending  crime  bill  is 
passed,  when  outreach  programs  are  passed  this  is  a  puzzle  involv- 
ing many  pieces  and  I  suggest  that  these  items  are  the  pieces  of 
that  puzzle  and  that  if  we  put  this  puzzle  together  as  a  nation,  the 
problem  of  violence  in  our  society  will  be  resolved. 

I  believe  as  a  father,  as  a  grandfather,  as  a  34-year  law  enforce- 
ment officer  and  as  a  career  public  servant,  I  believe  that  the  as- 
sault weapons  as  displayed  on  this  table  here  must  be  banned. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  express  our  views,  Mr.  Chair- 
man. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Mr.  Magaw  follows:] 
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Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Subcommittee: 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  appear  today  and 
testify  concerning  the  "Public  Safety  and  Recreational 
Firearms  Use  Protection  Act". 

We  are  in  full  support  of  legislation  that  is  aimed  at 
addressing  the  havoc  caused  by  semi-automatic  assault 
weapons  that  are  used  against  our  citizens  and  law 
enforcement  officers.   These  weapons  were  intentionally 
designed  to  imitate  military  weapons,  and  are  used  by 
criminals  to  intimidate  their  victims. 

As  you  know,  in  1989  and  in  1993,  certain  semi- 
automatic assault-type  weapons  were  banned  from 
importation.   Section  925  of  the  Gun  Control  Act 
specifies  that  in  order  for  firearms  to  qualify  for 
importation  they  must  be  "generally  recognized  as 
particularly  suitable  for  or  readily  adaptable  to 
sporting  purposes" . 

After  the  1989  ban  on  rifles  not  meeting  these 
criteria,  certain  members  of  the  firearms  industry 
responded  in  one  of  two  ways.   Overseas,  some 
manufacturers  began  producing  "sporterized"  versions  of 
the  banned  weapons  for  importation  into  the  United 
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States.   Domestically,  manufacturers  began  production 
of  weapons  similar  to  those  covered  by  the  imporation 
ban.   There  are  no  sporting  purpose  criteria  in  the  Gun 
Control  Act  for  weapons  made  in  the  U.S.   Therefore, 
the  type  of  weapons  banned  in  1989  continue  to  be  put 
into  circulation  by  domestic  manufacturers. 

There  is  certainly  no  shortage  of  assault  type  rifles, 
as  evidenced  by  the  number  of  weapons  available  in  our 
marketplaces  that  are  not  particularly  suitable  for 
sporting  purposes. 

The  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms'  (ATF) 
Tracing  Center  is  the  sole  agency  responsible  for 
tracing  firearms  used  in  crimes  and  recovered  at  crime 
scenes.   All  Federal,  State  and  local  law  enforcement 
officers  submit  firearms  tracing  requests  to  the 
Tracing  Center.   We  trace  approximately  50,000  crime 
guns  each  year. 

During  calendar  years  1991  through  1993,  data  from  the 
ATF  Tracing  Center  revealed  that  6.5%  of  the  firearms 
traced  were  semi-automatic  assault  weapons.   These  data 
also  show  that  the  percentage  is  on  the  rise.   In  1990, 
5.9%  of  firearms  traced  were  assault  weapons.   In  1993, 
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that  percentage  rose  to  8.1%.   Since  Justice  Department 
studies  have  shown  that  assault  weapons  make  up  only 
about  1%  of  the  firearms  in  circulation,  these 
percentages  strongly  suggest  that  they  are 
proportionately  more  often  used  in  crimes. 

Additional  data  from  ATF's  Tracing  Center  show  that, 
from  1991  through  1993,  the  top  ten  firearms 
traced  included  several  assault-type  weapons  —  North 
China  Industries'  7.62  SKS  rifle;  SWD's  9mm  Mll/9;  and 
Intratec's  TEC9. 

Recently,  three  domestically  manufactured  shotguns  were 
classified  as  destructive  devices  under  the  National 
Firearms  Act.   These  shotguns  —  the  Street  Sweeper, 
Striker  12  and  USAS  12  —  did  not  meet  sporting  purpose 
criteria  under  that  Act.   Although  this  classification 
now  requires  registration  for  these  shotguns,  it  does 
not  ban  their  manufacture. 

According  to  ATF's  Tracing  Center,  176  of  these 
shotguns  were  traced  for  law  enforcement  officers 
during  the  period  of  1991  through  1993.   The  crimes 
associated  with  these  trace  requests  include  narcotics, 
murder,  firearms  trafficking,  and  assault. 
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The  semi-automatic  assault  weapons,  including  those 
shotguns  recently  classified  as  destructive  devices, 
are  favored  by  criminals.   ATF  agents  and  other  law 
enforcement  officers  frequently  recover  these  weapons 
during  investigations. 

As  an  example  —  ATF  agents  in  Syracuse,  New  York, 
working  with  the  New  York  State  Police,  recently 
concluded  an  investigation  resulting  in  the  seizure  of 
30  Weapons.   five  of  the  weapons  were  obtained  by  an 
agent  working  undercover,  and  the  remaining  25  were 
seized  pursuant  to  a  warrant.   These  weapons  were 
assault-type  weapons  (SWD  Cobray  Mil/ 9)  that  were 
purchased  legally  as  semi-automatic  firearms.   They 
were  subsequently  converted  to  fire  fully  automatic. 
These  weapons  were  originally  purchased  for  $450  to 
$500  each,  but  had  a  street  value  of  $1,500  each  after 
being  illegally  converted  to  machineguns. 

In  August  1993,  a  joint  investigation  by  ATF  and  the 
New  York  City  Police  Department  ended  in  the  arrests  of 
members  of  an  illegal  gun  trafficking  ring  that 
purchased  firearms  in  Virginia  and  Georgia  for 
subsequent  sale  in  Brooklyn  and  Queens.   More  than  180 
firearms  were  purchased  by  an  undercover  ATF  agent 
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during  the  8-month  investigation.   Included  in  these 
firearms  were  11  assault-type  weapons  (9  MAC-11,  2  MAC- 
12) .   Nine  of  the  weapons  had  been  converted  to  fire 
fully  automatic. 

In  Atlanta,  grand  jury  indictments  were  handed  down  in 
February  1994,  to  eleven  individuals  involved  in  one  of 
the  largest  fireaims  trafficking  schemes  in  that  area. 
For  over  two  years,  nearly  1,000  guns  were  illegally 
shipped  to  New  York,  where  a  large  number  of  the 
weapons  were  recovered  in  connection  with  crimes  in  New 
York  City.   Two  of  the  men  indicted  had  converted  a 
number  of  semi-automatic  Cobray  9mm  pistols  into  fully 
automatic  weapons. 

More  recently,  police  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
recovered  a  TEC-9  semi-automatic  pistol  when  serving  a 
search  warrant  relating  to  the  0  Street  Market 
shootings.   Nine  people  were  wounded  and  one  person 
killed  during  that  March  31  shooting. 

According  to  a  Justice  Department  study  on  juveniles  in 
correctional  facilities  and  inner-city  public  high 
schools,  55%  of  the  inmates  owned  automatic  or 
semiautomatic  handguns  just  prior  to  their  confinement. 
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Also,  35%  of  these  inmates  owned  military-style 
automatic  or  semiautomatic  rifles  before  being 
confined.   Patterns  among  the  inner-city  students 
showed  that  18%  owned  automatic  or  semiautomatic 
handguns,  and  6%  owned  military-style  automatic  or 
semiautomatic  rifles  at  the  time  of  the  survey. 

These  statistics  and  cases,  together  with  daily  uses  of 
these  weapons  reported  in  the  media,  demonstrate  the 
proliferation  of  semi-automatic  assault  weapons  that 
are  used  by  criminals  against  law-abiding  citizens  and 
law  enforcement  officers. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  express  our  views  on 
this  very  important  issue.   I  shall  be  happy  to  answer 
any  questions. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Mr.  Cisneros,  you  said  that  the  actual  look  of 
these  weapons  is  used  to  intimidate  the  security  guards.  Do  you 
think  the  gangs  use  them  also  to  intimidate  the  people  living  in  the 
projects?  Is  the  look  important? 

Mr.  Cisneros.  Absolutely. 

As  I  was  in  Chicago  with  one  of  the  police  groups  several  weeks 
ago,  I  asked  questions  of  the  guards  and  the  citizens  and  so  forth 
and  they  described  to  me  the  habit  of  some  of  the  gang  members 
to  take  a  weapon  like  the  ones  arrayed  on  the  table,  AK-47's  and 
others,  outfit  them  with  a  shroud  over  their  shoulder,  hang  the 
weapon  low,  wear  a  heavy  coat  and  swing  the  coat  open,  for  exam- 
ple, when  they  are  trying  to  get  into  the  building  and  pull  the 
weapon  up  at  waist  height  so  that  the  first  glimpse  that  you  have 
is  of  a  massive  weapon  confronting  you  at  that  time. 

This  is  the  conversation  the  guards  express  to  me  as  they  de- 
scribe the  effects  of  heavy  assault  weapons  of  this  nature — it  has 
gotten  so  bad  that  even  when  the  metal  detector  goes  off,  the 
guards  stay  inside  the  Plexiglas  case  and  let  them  pass  because 
they  dare  not  confront  them  fearing  the  scale  of  the  weapons  that 
they  are  wearing. 

The  residents,  of  course,  are  fearful  even  as  they  walk  through 
the  compound  around  the  buildings  because  these  weapons,  the 
power  of  weapons  from  those  distances,  are  deadly.  The  school 
across  the  street  from  the  Robert  Taylor  Homes  last  year  failed  to 
field  enough  young  men  to  put  a  football  team  on  the  field.  Why? 
Because  the  shooters  take  potshots  from  the  buildings  onto  the 
football  field  across  the  street  and  the  young  men  dare  not  be  on 
the  field. 

They  have  done  nothing  to  anyone,  but  these  are  instances  where 
just  someone  decides  that  they  are  going  to  take  a  shot  at  some- 
body and  with  weapons  of  that  intensity,  you  can  do  it,  which  you 
cannot  do  with  other  forms  of  weapons. 

Let  me  ask  these  gentlemen  to  verify — Mr.  Maerz  is  the  security 
director. 

STATEMENT  OF  CHRIS  MAERZ,  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY, 
CfflCAGO  HOUSING  AUTHORITY 

Mr.  Maerz.  My  last  name  is  spelled  M-a-e-r-z,  Chris.  I  am  direc- 
tor of  public  safety  for  the  Chicago  Housing  Authority. 

I  was  listening  to  the  Secretary  speak  about  the  intimidation. 
These  weapons  have  gone  beyond  instruments  of  intimidation. 
They  have  become  instruments  of  terror.  Perhaps  the  Secretary 
will  remember  his  visit  a  couple  of  weeks  ago  at  3549  South  Fed- 
eral when  half  a  dozen  or  so  young  people  were  screaming 
hysterically  to  get  into  the  back  door,  hysterically  panic  stricken, 
not  because  they  had  been  shot  at,  but  because  a  couple  of  gang 
bangers  walked  by  and  showed  them  a  TEC-9  from  under  his  coat. 

They  have  totally  immobilized  most  of  our  security  there,  at  least 
the  contract  security,  not  through  intimidation  anymore,  but 
through  terror. 

When  the  shooting  started  there  a  couple  of  weeks  ago,  the  Tay- 
lor Home  in  that  area  looked  abandoned.  There  was  not  a  soul  that 
moved  between  those  buildings  because  people  were  so  terrified  to 
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even  come  out  of  the  lobbies.  It  was  so  bad,  not  even  the  lookout 
for  the  dope  dealers  would  stand  out  there. 

So  you  have  a  situation  now,  because  of  these  weapons  and  other 
things,  I  am  not  saying  they  are  the  only  thing,  but  that  is  what 
they  have  escalated  now  into. 

If  we  were  to  arm  our  police  the  same  way  that  the  gang  bangers 
are  armed,  we  would  look  like  assault  troops,  like  occupation 
troops. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you. 

I  have  a  question  for  Director  Magaw.  I  am  trying  to  keep  my 
questions  brief.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  few  questions  about  some 
of  the  assault  features  described  in  H.R.  3527. 

First,  what  is  the  purpose  of  a  barrel  shroud  and  does  it  have 
any  real  use  in  hunting  or  in  sports? 

Mr.  Magaw.  The  intention  is  to  keep  your  hands  from  being 
burned  as  you  are  spraying  the  lead.  It  does  not  have  any  of  the 
characteristics  you  talked  about  in  terms  of  helping  you  in  sport. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  What  about  a  flash  suppressor?  What  is  its  pur- 
pose and  does  it  have  any  purpose  in  hunting  or  in  sport? 

Mr.  Magaw.  It  is  used  in  nighttime  so  that  it  does  cut  down  the 
flash  of  the  weapon  and  therefore  the  accountability  as  to  where 
it  came  from  and  fewer  people  see  it. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Does  it  have  any  purpose  in  hunting  or  in  sport? 

Mr.  Magaw.  None  in  hunting,  sir. 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  What  is  the  purpose  of  a  folding  stock  and  does 
it  have  any  purpose  in  hunting  or  sport? 

Mr.  Magaw.  One  could  say  if  the  stock  were  extended,  it  could 
still  be  used.  When  you  fold  it,  you  make  the  weapon  shorter,  much 
as  the  Secretary  mentioned  a  few  minutes  ago,  so  it  can  be  easily 
carried  under  the  coat. 

When  you  hold  it  with  a  handgun-type  grip,  you  can  move  the 
weapon  around  to  different  locations  much  more  quickly. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Is  any  hunter  or  sports  person  going  to  use  that? 

Mr.  Magaw.  No. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  What  about  a  bayonet  mount?  Any  purpose  in 
hunting  or  in  sport? 

Mr.  Magaw.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  What  about  a  threaded  mount?  What  is  that? 
Does  it  have  any  purpose  in  hunting  or  sport? 

Mr.  Magaw.  That  is  primarily  used  for  a  silencer,  and  a  silencer 
would  not  be  needed  in  sport. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  The  pistol  grip — my  colleague  has  been  waving 
around  the  pistol  grip  here.  He  can  do  it  again  if  he  would  like. 
Does  it  have  any  real  purpose — what  is  its  purpose  and  does  it 
have  a  purpose  in  hunting  or  in  sport? 

Mr.  Magaw.  It  allows  you  a  grip  a  little  further  forward  on  the 
weapon,  allows  you  to  pin  the  stock  next  to  your  body  at  waist  level 
and  steady  it  and  shoot  at  eyesight  level  and  pivot  with  your  body. 
If  you  hit  one  target,  if  you  pivot  with  your  body,  you  will  be  accu- 
rate with  the  rest. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Does  it  have  a  purpose  in  hunting  or  sport,  to  the 
best  of  your  knowledge? 

Mr.  Magaw.  Not  normally,  but  if  you  have  four  or  five  targets 
and  you  are  doing  target  practicing  and  these  targets  are  popping 
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up  and  down,  that  might  help  you  do  that.  But  that  would  be  tar- 
get shooting  or  something  similar. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Not  in  hunting? 

Mr.  Magaw.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  You  wouldn't  shoot  a  deer. 

Let  the  record  show  the  director  shook  his  head  no. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Secretary  Cisneros,  the  last  time  you  appeared  before  the  sub- 
committee, I  talked  to  you  about  the  Legal  Services  Corporation 
representing  people  in  housing  projects  that  housing  authorities 
were  trying  to  evict. 

Now  that  you  have  been  to  Chicago  and  have  seen  what  the  trou- 
blemakers do  in  housing  authorities,  I  wonder  if  you  still  favor 
using  taxpayers'  money  to  fund  the  Legal  Services  Corporation  to 
defend  these  folks  so  that  they  can  stay  in  there? 

Mr.  Cisneros.  Legal  Services  folks  do  a  lot  more  than  occasion- 
ally defend  someone  that  is  involved  in  criminal  activity.  We  be- 
lieve eviction  procedures  are  strong  enough  and  persons  can  be 
evicted  and  clearly  persons  involved  in  wrongdoing  can  be  evicted 
and  we  have  a  pretty  good  record  on  that. 

There  are  many  reasons  why  it  is  worthwhile  having  a  good  solid 
representation  for  people  who  are  poor  and  as  a  result  I  do  support 
continued  public  funding  for  Legal  Services. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Thank  you. 

I  have  no  further  questions. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  A  quick  question. 

Back  to  the  question  about  the  stock  and  having  it  down  waist 
high.  Can  you  imagine  a  hunter  ever  using  a  shotgun  in  that  man- 
ner if  they  were  hunting  or  any  hunter  using  any  hunting  weapon 
that  they  would  have  to  hold  at  their  waist  to  shoot? 

Mr.  Magaw.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  question  of  Mr. 
Magaw. 

Don't  storeowners  use  firearms  in  this  way  to  defend  themselves 
when  they  are  robbed? 

Mr.  Magaw.  Normally  they  wouldn't  go  with  that  large  a  weap- 
on. That  would  be  too  big  a  weapon  to  get  over  the  store  shelf. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Wouldn't  they  use  a  weapon  with  a  pistol 
grip  to  defend  themselves  if  they  were  being  held  up? 

Mr.  Magaw.  Not  like  the  ones  we  are  talking  about  here. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  I  mean  in  the  bill.  When  Mr.  Schumer  puts 
on  a  media  event,  he  has  demonstrations  like  that.  That  is  why  I 
brought  along  my  demonstration.  The  bill  is  a  lot  broader  in  terms 
of  what  types  of  weapons  would  be  banned.  We  are  talking  about 
pistol  grips. 

Is  there  not  a  legitimate  use  for  a  pistol,  use  in  self-defense? 

Mr.  Magaw.  These  are  not  self-defense  weapons. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Forget  the  table  there.  Talk  about  what  is 
in  the  bill. 
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Mr.  Magaw.  There  are  plenty  of  weapons  not  restricted  by  the 
bill  that  carry  multiple  rounds  that  would  be  viable  and  are  used 
more  than  assault  weapons. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  My  question  was  use  of  a  pistol  grip  in 
self-defense.  Is  that  not  a  legitimate  use  in  self-defense  with  cer- 
tain types  of  firearms? 

Mr.  Magaw.  If  you  are  talking  about  a  pistol  grip  with  a  long 
weapon,  no.  If  you  are  talking  about  a  pistol  grip  with  a  short 
handgun,  then  yes. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  As  we  focus  on  the  size  of  the  pistol  grip,  is  that 
the  problem  we  are  confronting,  whether  or  not  the  weapon  has  a 
pistol  grip  and  whether  that  weapon  is  legal?  Is  that  going  to  help 
solve  the  problems  we  have  with  these  weapons? 

Mr.  Magaw.  No,  sir.  That  is  the  problem.  Over  the  years,  be- 
cause of  lack  of  legislation,  ATF  and  others  have  tried  to  look  at 
these  weapons  and  tried  to  determine  what  are  the  kinds  of  minor 
Band-Aid  things  we  can  do  to  keep  the  proliferation  down.  Those 
have  not  worked. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  know  your  long  history. 

You  were  with  the  Secret  Service  before.  Do  you  think  from  your 
experience  that  we,  that  the  average  person,  is  really  concerned — 
I  guess  my  question  is  this:  Do  you  understand  the  argument  that 
the  NRA  is  putting  up  that  this  really  isn't  about  grips;  it  is  about 
broadness  and  they  are  trying  to  give  the  impression  that  if  you 
pass  this  bill,  it  will  be  too  broad  and  these  little  pistol  grips  will 
be  part  of  it? 

No  one  is  going  to  suffer  if  we  do  this,  would  you  say,  in  your 
judgment? 

Mr.  Magaw.  That  is  correct.  No  one  will  suffer  if  we  do  this. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Reynolds. 

I  want  to  thank  the  panel.  I  appreciate  your  patience.  You  were 
patient  and  persuasive. 

We  will  move  on  to  panel  No.  3.  Our  next  panel  consists  of  rep- 
resentatives of  the  National  Rifle  Association  and  others  who  op- 
pose banning  these  military-style  assault  weapons. 

Lest  anyone  dispel  any  notion,  I  didn't  choose  this  panel.  It  was 
the  chairman  and  Mr.  Sensenbrenner  who  put  them  together. 

First  is  Tanya  Metaksa,  the  executive  director  of  the  Institute  for 
Legislative  Action.  That  is  the  lobbying  arm  of  the  National  Rifle 
Association. 

The  parents  of  Dr.  Suzanna  Gratia  were  killed  in  the  October 
1991  Luby's  cafeteria  massacre  in  Killeen,  TX.  The  gunman  in  that 
terrible  incident  murdered  23  people  in  10  minutes.  He  used  ordi- 
nary handguns,  not  assault  weapons. 

Our  next  witness  is  Ms.  Jacquie  Miller.  A  deranged  fellow  em- 
ployee shot  Ms.  Miller  with  an  AK-47  in  September  1989.  The  em- 
ployee killed  8  and  wounded  11  others  before  killing  himself. 

Our  final  witness  is  Phillip  Murphy  of  Tucson,  AZ,  who  wants  to 
tell  us  about  defending  his  home  with  guns. 

Ms.  Metaksa,  you  are  first.  Your  entire  statement  will  be  placed 
in  the  record.  Please  identify  the  two  gentleman  with  you. 
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STATEMENTT  OF  TANYA  METAKSA,  EXECUTIVE  DIRECTOR,  IN- 
STITUTE FOR  LEGISLATIVE  ACTION,  NATIONAL  RIFLE  ASSO- 
CIATION, ACCOMPANIED  BY  RICHARD  GARDINER,  LEGAL 
COUNSEL,  AND  PAUL  BLACKMAN,  EDUCATOR 

Ms.  Metaksa.  To  my  left  is  Richard  Gardiner,  who  is  the  legal 
counsel  for  the  institute.  This  is  Dr.  Paul  Blackman  one  of  our  edu- 
cators and  Ph.D.'s. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  name  is  Tanya  K.  Metaksa.  I  am  executive  di- 
rector of  the  National  Rifle  Association's  Institute  for  Legislative 
Action.  We  directly  represent  the  views  of  over  3.3  million  voters, 
and  indirectly  represent  the  views  of  perhaps  20  times  that  many 
Americans  who  peaceably  own  and  use  firearms. 

Mr.  Chairman,  here  we  go  again.  Instead  of  discussing  the  real 
solutions  to  criminal  misuse  of  firearms  in  our  society,  we  are  going 
to  discuss  whether  this  spring,  a  piece  of  coiled-tempered  steel,  in 
the  hands  of  a  private  citizen  is  a  major  threat  to  public  safety.  In- 
stead of  discussing  what  the  American  people  are  looking  for  as  a 
solution  to  violence  in  our  society  we  are  again  looking  at  gun  con- 
trol. 

But  64  percent  of  the  American  public,  according  to  a  CBS  poll 
of  December,  believe  that  gun  control  laws  do  not  reduce  violent 
crime. 

To  quote  the  just-released  National  Law  Journal  poll,  62  percent 
say  the  need  for  guns  is  increasing  while  only  22  percent  support 
greatly  restricting  gun  sales. 

To  quote  the  National  Law  Journal:  "It  is  a  time  of  unparalled 
desperation  about  crime.  But  the  mood  is  decidedly  T'U  do  it  myself 
and  'Don't  get  in  my  way.'" 

Americans,  including  NRA  members  and  gun  owners,  agree  that 
our  criminal  justice  system  is  crumbling,  our  young  people  have  no 
moral  rudder,  and  that  the  war  on  drugs  is  a  losing  proposition. 

However,  we  are  here  to  discuss  how  to  restrict  the  rights  of  gun 
owners,  including  3.3  million  NRA  members,  who  come  from  all 
walks  of  life  and  all  parts  of  our  country. 

These  are  the  same  NRA  members  who  are  peaceable,  law-abid- 
ing people  and  who  are  not  criminals. 

Our  wish  to  pursue  our  individual  right  to  own  and  bear  small 
arms  has  nothing  to  do  with  criminal  violence.  Our  wish  to  fight 
any  further  encroachment  on  our  rights  has  nothing  to  do  with 
crime  and  criminals. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  are,  I  presume,  an  intelligent  man  who 
already  understands  those  facts.  What  I  cannot  comprehend  is  why 
so  many  politicians  do  not  stand  before  the  American  people  and 
demand  that  criminals  with  guns  be  apprehended. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  don't  have  an  assault  weapon  problem  in 
America.  We  don't  have  a  handgun  problem  in  America.  We  really 
have  an  enforcement  problem.  Tough  laws  are  already  on  the  books 
to  surgically  remove  criminals  from  the  midst  of  their  victims. 

Let  me  now  specifically  address  the  question  of  so-called  assault 
weapons  and  how  existing  Federal  law  applies  to  criminals,  drug 
users,  drug  dealers,  and  other  law  breakers. 

Under  the  Gun  Control  Act  of  1968  as  amended  in  1986,  it  is 
presently  a  Federal  felony  punishable  by  a  5-year  prison  term  and 
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a  $250,000  fine  for  a  convicted  felon  to  be  in  possession  of  an  as- 
sault weapon. 

That  law  covers  all  felons — convicted  by  a  State,  county,  munici- 
pal, or  Federal  court.  It  covers  any  firearm  that  any  Member  of 
Congress  could  possibly  define  as  an  assault  weapon.  It  covers  guns 
with  large  magazine  capacities,  pistol  grips,  and  flash  suppressors. 
It  even  covers  single-shot  .22  rifles. 

In  addition,  other  prohibitions  with  the  same  or  greater  penalties 
include  use  of  firearm  in  any  crime,  selling  of  a  firearm  by  a  con- 
victed felon,  alteration  of  any  firearm  to  a  fully  automatic  firearm, 
and  the  use  of  a  firearm  during  a  drug  trade. 

Remember,  Mr.  Chairman,  all  of  these  criminal  activities  should 
result  in  long,  hard  jail  time  for  the  criminals,  drug  users  and  drug 
dealers  with  assault  weapons,  or  with  any  kind  of  firearm — shot- 
gun, rifle,  pistol,  revolver — single-shot  to  machinegun. 

Why  aren't  they  being  used?  Every  victim  of  every  violent  crime 
in  which  a  gun  is  used  ought  to  demand  the  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion. As  their  elected  Representatives,  you  ought  to  answer  that 
question. 

Congressman  Steve  Schiff  recently  asked  the  Justice  Department 
how  many  criminals  were  prosecuted  under  various  provisions  I 
have  just  cited.  He  was  told  in  the  last  3  years  that  the  law  was 
used  in  only  530  cases. 

There  are  hundreds  of  thousands  of  armed  criminals  out  there 
who  fall  under  the  prohibited  categories  in  current  Federal  law. 
There  are  thousands  of  Federal  agents  who  could  be  enforcing  that 
law.  They  are  not. 

If  Federal  law  enforcement  agencies  did  their  jobs  with  respect 
to  guns  and  convicted  violent  felons  using  only  the  Gun  Control  Act 
of  1968  as  reformed,  gun  control  would  not  be  an  issue  and  we 
would  be  a  long  way  toward  solving  the  violent  crime  problem.  We 
would  get  criminals  off  the  street  and  into  jail. 

The  FBI  or  the  BATF  now  can  go  to  any  city  in  America  and 
make  wholesale  Federal  prosecutions  of  convicted  felons  who  local 
police  have  already  arrested  for  any  crime  in  which  they  possessed 
any  gun. 

Think  about  that.  Every  convicted  criminal  in  America  who  picks 
up  a  gun  could  now  be  in  a  Federal  prison.  Should  now  be  in  pris- 
on. That  is  the  law  now. 

Other  than  these  few  existing  statutes  aimed  at  surgically  re- 
moving armed  criminals  from  the  midst  of  their  innocent  victims, 
all  other  so-called  gun  control  is  a  hoax,  a  fraud,  a  lie. 

In  all  of  these  gun  control  proposals  now  pending  before  this 
Congress,  the  target  for  law  enforcement  is  not  criminals,  but  ordi- 
nary people. 

We  are  talking  about  this  Congress  enacting  laws  that  will  create 
a  whole  class  of  unwitting  criminals  out  of  peaceable  people  who 
have  nothing  to  do  with  violent  crime. 

We  are  talking  about  another  piece  of  legislation  that  increases 
the  probability  that  the  Government  will  entangle  itself  in  ques- 
tionable enforcement  situations,  thus  keeping  law  enforcement 
from  concentrating  on  serious  criminal  activity,  and  we  are  talking 
about  all  of  this  being  proposed  based  on  fictional  assumptions. 
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This  spring  in  my  hand  would  become  a  firearm.  This  Congress 
is  considering  laws  to  redefine  the  term  "firearm"  to  mean  individ- 
ual parts  of  firearms.  Thus  a  spring  or  a  rollpin  becomes  something 
it  is  not.  A  firearm,  broken  down  to  its  component  parts,  thus  be- 
comes many  firearms. 

A  gun  collection  owned  by  a  peaceable  citizen  could  thus  become 
a  huge  arsenal  of  illegal  firearms.  The  Feinstein  amendment  to  the 
Senate  crime  bill  declares  ammunition  feeding  devices  to  be  fire- 
arms. Clips  and  magazines  are  to  become  guns,  sheet  metal, 
springs,  pins — their  parts  will  be  firearms. 

This  is  truly  Orwellian.  Unlawful  possession  by  peaceable  law- 
abiding  citizens  of  these  objects — objects  that  are  not  really  guns, 
but  legally  redefined  as  guns — will  be  Federal  felonies.  The  U.S. 
Senate  has  passed  this  insanity. 

Let  me  give  you  another  example  of  insanity  before  this  Con- 
gress: the  notion  of  limiting  the  numbers  or  types  of  firearms 
peaceable  people  can  purchase.  It  is  a  phony. 

Since  it  is  already  illegal  for  criminals  to  purchase  and  possess 
even  one  gun,  why  limit  the  number  of  guns  or  types  of  guns  hon- 
est people  can  own? 

I  will  give  you  the  answer:  Arresting  violent  criminals  is  dan- 
gerous. Arresting  nice,  peaceable  citizens  is  safe. 

In  gun  control,  Americans  have  been  sold  a  big  lie.  The  issue  of 
assault  weapons  is  the  biggest  lie  of  all. 

Senator  Feinstein,  during  the  Senate  floor  debate  over  her 
amendment,  flatly  stated  that  such  firearms  as  she  would  ban  "are 
not  responsible  for  a  large  number  of  homicides." 

She  later  said  they  might  become  a  problem,  so  they  should  be 
banned  now. 

This  is  like  the  Congress  passing  a  law  to  eradicate  cancer  by 
forcing  every  healthy  person  to  undergo  chemotherapy  or  radiation. 
It  might  cure  cancer,  but  it  might  kill  most  of  us  in  the  process. 

Listen  to  the  politicians  and  the  media  in  Washington,  DC,  and 
you  get  the  impression  that  assault  weapons  figure  highly  in  the 
District's  carnage.  But  the  FBI  Uniform  Crime  Statistics  tell  an- 
other story. 

In  1992,  the  last  year  for  which  there  are  FBI  numbers,  D.C.  had 
442  homicides.  Of  those,  368  were  firearms  homicides.  And  of 
these,  100  percent — 368 — were  with  handguns.  D.C.  had  zero  homi- 
cides with  long  guns  of  any  kind. 

It  is  the  same  all  over  the  country. 

In  California,  the  State's  Department  of  Justice  found  that  so- 
called  assault  weapons  were  involved  in  only  3.7  percent  of  the 
State's  firearm-related  assaults  and  homicides. 

In  New  Jersey,  rifles  of  any  type,  including  those  deemed  semi- 
automatic assault  weapons,  were  used  in  1  percent  of  homicides  in 
the  period  1987  through  1992.  Yet,  politicians  have  banned  such 
firearms  from  private  ownership  in  those  States. 

These  laws  have  accomplished  one  thing- — massive  civil  disobe- 
dience by  peaceful,  formerly  law-abiding  citizens.  There  are  mil- 
lions of  good,  honest  citizens  in  every  State  who  own  guns  that 
some  of  you  in  this  Congress  would  ban.  And  those  millions  of  citi- 
zens are  not  going  to  give  up  their  private  property.  Even  if  they 
did,  their  loss  of  their  firearms  would  not  reduce  violent  crime. 
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So  what  is  this  about?  It  is  about  disarming  good  people,  peace- 
able people,  innocent  people. 

In  closing,  I  want  to  state,  NRA  has  a  violence  reduction  agenda. 
It  includes  our  Eddie  Eagle  program  to  teach  our  children  that 
guns  are  not  toys.  It  includes  our  refuse  to  be  a  victim  program  to 
educate  women  in  personal  defense  strategies.  It  includes  our 
crime-strike  program  that  in  1993  went  to  Washington  State  and 
ensured  the  passage  of  "three  strikes,  you're  out,"  which  President 
Clinton  has  now  claimed  as  his  idea. 

It  also  includes  our  prison  building  initiative  which  started  in 
1993  in  Texas  where  we  helped  pass  a  billion-dollar  prison  building 
referendum  and  in  1994  where  we  worked  with  Congressmen  to 
add  billions  for  prison  construction  to  the  House  crime  bill. 

Yes,  there  is  a  gun  law,  and  it  will  work,  because  it  only  deals 
with  criminals.  It  is  surgical.  The  NRA  pressed  for  its  enactment 
in  1986,  and  some  of  you  who  are  proposing  more  gun  ownership 
prohibitions  voted  against  its  harsh  new  penalties  for  criminals. 

And  I  am  here  to  tell  you  and  the  American  people  that  NRA  and 
its  members  will  keep  on  working  to  pass  laws  that  truly  ensure 
that  all  our  citizens  live  without  the  fear  of  violent  criminals  and, 
yes,  we  will  defend  the  right  of  any  law-abiding  peaceable  Amer- 
ican to  own  a  firearm. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Ms.  Metaksa  follows:] 
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National  Rifle  Association  of  America 

Institute  for  Legislative  Action 

11250  Waples  Max  Road 

Fairfax.  VA  22030 

Oincx  or  tbe  Tanya  K.  BAbtamba 

EljLuuvE  DnucTcn 


Mr.  Chairman.     My  name   is  Tanya  K.  Metaksa.     I  am  Executive  Director  of 

the  National  Rifle  Association's    Institute  for  Legislative  Action.    We  directly 

represent    the  views  of  over  3.3-niillion  voters,  and  indirectly  represent    the 

views  of  perhaps    20  times  that  many  Americans   who  peaceably     own  and 

use  firearms. 

The  citizens  who  share   our  passion    reside  in  every  state  in  the  Union. 

We  are  doctors,    lawyers,  teachers,    farmers,  construction    workers,  nurses, 

mechanics,     housewives...    we  are  men  and  women   from  across    every 

professional,    social,  and  political  spectrum.       Above  all,  we  are  peaceable 

people. 

There  is  one  thing  we  are  not.    We  are  not  criminals. 

Our  wish  to  pursue    our  individual  right  to  own  and  bear  small  arms  has 

nothing   to  do  with  criminal  violence.     Our  wish  to  fight  any  further 

encroachment     on  our  rights  has  nothing   to  do  with  crime  and  criminals. 

With  what  this  Congress    is  proposing    -  a  prohibition  on  firearms 

ownership   —  we  are  angry. 

We  are  angry,  because    the  Federal  government    has  steadfastly    shirked 
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its  duty  to  use  existing  law  to  deal  with  criminal  violence  involving 

firearms.   Tough  laws  are  already  on  the  books  to  deal  with  the  kind  of 

gun  crime  the  public  fears  -  crime  which  we  all  fear. 

We  are  angry  because  the  media  choose  either  to  be  totally  ignorant  of 

the  law,  or  refuse  their  duty  to  inform  the  public  as  to  existing  law. 

We  have  every  right  to  be  angry,  because  we,  peaceable  people,  are 

being  forced  to  pay  the  price  for  the  violence  of  criminals. 

That  is  the  crux  of  everything  that  is  wrong  about  any  further  so-called 

gun  control  measures  the  Congress  might  attempt  to  enact. 

The  issue  is  not  good  guns  and  bad  guns.    It  is  simply  good  people  and 

bad  people.   Peaceable  people  versus  criminals. 

None  of  the  proposals  before  the  Congress  to  ban  private  ownership  of 

firearms;  to  create  de-facto  registration  systems;  or  to  license  firearms 

ownership  has  anything  to  do  with  curbing  crime  or  criminal  behavior. 

These  measures  merely  apply  to  the  law  abiding  -  to  peaceable  people. 

Though  proponents  of  such  legislation  would  have  the  public  believe  that 

their  proposals  apply  to  such  evil  people  as  mass  murderers,  drug 

traffickers  and  the  like,  the  truth  is  that  ordinary  citizens  -  peaceful 

individuals  —  are  the  target. 

Take  the  Feinstein  amendment.    Strip  away  the  lists  of  what  legislators 

are  mandating  as  "good  guns"  and  "bad  guns";  strip  away  exceptions  for 
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3 
individuals  who  Congress  says  can  keep  their  senni-autos  for  now.   What 

we  have  is  a  ban  on  the  ownership  of  private  property  by  law-abiding, 

peaceable  private  citizens. 

The  black  letter  of  the  language  says,  "It  shall  be  unlawful  for  a  person  to 

manufacture,  transfer  or  possess  a  semi-automatic  assault  weapon." 

"It  shall  be  unlawful  for  a  person  to  own  a  weapon,"  that's  what  it  really 

says.   That's  what's  important.    Nothing  else. 

"A  PERSON"  ...  That  means  every  law-abiding  citizen  of  the  United 

States.    Every  innocent,  peaceable  soul  who  might  want  to  own  a  certain 

kind  of  gun  for  any  peaceable  reason  is  banned  from  private  ownership 

of  that  personal  property. 

That  is  not  what  the  public  is  being  led  to  believe  Congress  is  doing 

here.   The  Senate  debate  over  the  issue  of  so-called  assault  rifles  was 

built  around  the  notion  that  its  proponents  were  only  after  criminals  - 

drug  traffickers  and  violent  felons.   They  promised  they  were  leaving 

innocent  people  alone.   The  proposed  law  says  something  quite  different: 

the  word  "person"  means  everybody  -  every  individual  in  America. 

Sen.  Feinstein's  amendment  does  not  say,  "It  shall  be  unlawful  for  ... 

drug  traffickers,  hate  groups,  drug  king-pins,  drug  dealers,  soldiers  of 

drug  dealers,  violent  criminals,  crime  bosses,  armed  cults,  drive-by 

shooters,  the  triggerman,  gangs,  youth  gangs,  armed  gangs,  carjackers. 
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crazies,  warlords,  and  mass  murderers  ...   to  manufacture,  transfer  or 

possess  a  semi-automatic  assault  weapon." 

All  of  those  words  were  used  by  Senators  during  the  debate  to  describe 

those  who  they  claimed  were  the  only  people  who  would  logically  own  a 

certain  kind  of  firearm.    "...  drug  traffickers,  hate  groups,  drug  king  pins, 

drug  dealers,  soldiers  of  drug  dealers,  violent  criminals,  crime  bosses, 

armed  cults,  drive-by  shooters,  the  triggerman,  gangs,  youth  gangs, 

armed  gangs,  carjackers,  crazies,  warlords,  and  mass  murderers  ..."   All 

that  makes  it  sound  like  the  Congress  is  doing  something  to  the  bad 

guys.   That's  not  the  case. 

The  public  is  being  deceived.   And  members  of  Congress  are  being 

deceived. 

To  say  that  such  people  could  lawfully  possess  or  use  firearms  in 

commission  of  crimes  is  a  terrible  misstatement. 

There  are  already  harsh  Federal  laws  to  deal  with  convicted  criminals 

and  those  in  the  drug  trade  who  possess,  use,  alter  or  trade  in  assault 

weapons.   All  such  activities  by  these  people  are  serious  Federal 

felonies. 

And  that  gets  us  to  what  can  only  be  called  "the  big  lie." 

Sarah  Brady  of  Handgun  Control  Inc.  told  the  Women's  National 

Democratic  Club  Luncheon  on  September  21,  1993:   "I  think  people 
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around  the  country  are  shocked  when  they  realize  we  don't  have  Federal 

laws  when  it  comes  to  guns." 

She  went  on:   "it  is  very,  very  apparent  that  we  don't  have  Federal  laws. 

We  have  the  1968  Gun  Control  Act  and  that's  about  it.   All  that  does  is 

say  you  have  to  be  18  to  buy  a  long  gun  and  21  to  buy  a  handgun  and 

that  you  can't  be  a  fugitive  or  felon  or  adjudicated  mentally  ill.   That's  it 

on  the  Federal  level." 

That  is  an  obscene  misstatement  of  the  law. 

Let  me  specifically  address  the  question  of  so-called  assault  weapons 

and  how  existing  Federal  law  applies  to  criminals,  drug  users,  and  drug 

dealers. 

Under  the  Gun  Control  Act  of  1968  as  amended  in  1986,  it  is  presently  a 

Federal  felony,  punishable  by  a  five  year  prison  term  and  a  $250,000 

fine,  for  a  convicted  felon  to  be  in  possession  of  an  assault  weapon. 

That  law  covers  all  felons  -  convicted  by  a  state,  country,  municipal  or 

Federal  court.    It  covers  any  firearm  that  any  Member  of  Congress  could 

possibly  define  as  an  assault  weapon. 

If  a  criminal  in  possession  of  an  assault  weapon  is  involved  in  the  drug 

trade,  or  has  three  prior  felony  convictions  on  his  record,  the  law  calls  for 

him  to  serve  a  mandatory  15  years  in  Federal  prison,  and  pay  up  to  a 

$250,000  fine.   That's  for  simple  possession  of  an  assault  weapon.    It  is 
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a  crime  for  a  felon  or  drug  dealer  to  be  in  the  same  room  with  an  assault 

weapon. 

The  use  of  an  assault  weapon  by  a  convicted  felon  in  commission  of  a 

crime  is  also  a  five  year  Federal  felony,  and  could  also  bring  a  $250,000 

fine.    It  covers  guns  with  large  magazine  capacities. 

The  alteration  of  a  semiautomatic  assault  weapon  into  a  full-auto 

machine-gun  is  a  ten  year  Federal  felony  with  a  $250,000  fine. 

Possession  of  an  untaxed,  unregistered  fully  automatic  firearm  is  a  10 

year  Federal  felony,  with  a  $250,000  fine. 

Congress  can't  make  it  any  more  illegal  for  a  convicted  felon,  known 

drug  user  or  a  drug  dealer  to  use  an  assault  weapon  in  the  commission 

of  a  crime.    It's  already  the  law. 

Congress  can't  make  it  any  more  illegal  for  a  convicted  felon  to  buy 

assault  weapons  -  that's  a  five  year  Federal  felony  with  a  $250,000  fine. 

Congress  can't  make  it  any  more  illegal  for  a  convicted  felon  to  sell 

assault  weapons  ~  that's  a  five  year  Federal  felony  with  a  $250,000  fine. 

It's  a  crime  with  a  five  year  Federal  felony  and  $250,000  fine  for  a 

person  to  knowingly  sell  an  assault  weapon  to  a  convicted  felon,  known 

drug  user  or  drug  dealer. 

Congress  can't  make  it  any  more  illegal  for  a  convicted  felon  or  drug 

dealer  to  falsify  information  to  a  licensed  dealer  for  the  purchase  of  an 
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assault  weapon.   That  is  a  five  year  Federal  felony  with  a  possible 

$250,000  fine. 

In  fact,  ail  of  these  things  should  mean  long  hard  jail  time  for  the 

criminals,  drug  users  and  drug  dealers  with  assault  weapons,  and  this 

holds  true  for  criminals,  drug  users  and  drug  dealers  in  possession  or 

use  of  any  kind  of  firearm  -  shotgun,  rifle,  pistol,  revolver  -  single  shot 

to  machine-gun. 

We  don't  have  a  handgun  problem  in  America.   We  don't  have  an  assault 

weapon  problem  in  America.   We  have  a  criminal  problem. 

And  we  already  have  laws  to  surgically  remove  criminals  from  the  midst 

of  their  victims. 

Why  aren't  these  laws  being  enforced?   Every  victim  of  every  violent 

crime  in  which  a  gun  is  used  ought  to  demand  the  answer  to  that 

question.   As  their  elected  representatives,  you  ought  to  answer  that 

question. 

Assault  weapons  and  criminals.   Assault  Weapons  and  drug  users. 

Assault  Weapons  and  drug  king  pins.   The  combinations  of  object  and 

bad  guy  in  any  permutation  you  might  want  to  devise  are  already 

covered  by  harsh,  strict  Federal  law. 

And  yet,  these  laws  are  not  enforced.   They  are  not  used.   And  tfiere  are 

some  in  this  Congress  who  obviously  do  not  know  of  their  existence. 
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There  are  others  who  do  know  and  do  not  care.   They  want  to  remove 

firearms  from  the  hands  of  peaceable  people  -  no  matter  what  kind  of 

police  state  it  will  take  to  do  that. 

And  on  that,  we  will  fight  you  every  step  of  the  way. 

Congressman  Steve  Schiff  recently  asked  the  Justice  Department  how 

many  criminals  were  prosecuted  under  the  various  provisions  I  have  just 

cited.    He  was  told  that  in  the  last  three  years  the  law  was  used  in  only 

530  cases.   There  are  hundreds  of  thousands  of  armed  criminals  out 

there  who  fall  under  the  prohibited  categories  in  current  Federal  law. 

There  are  thousands  of  Federal  agents  who  could  be  enforcing  that  law. 

They  are  not.   The  United  States  Attorney  for  Idaho  during  the  Bush 

Administration  said  that  only  20  percent  of  Federal  prosecutors  ever  used 

the  laws  with  respect  to  convicted  felons  in  possession  of  guns.   That  is 

a  crime. 

By  ignoring  the  strict  Federal  penalties  now  covering  criminal  use  and 

possession  of  guns  -  any  guns,  every  gun  -  prosecutors  and  Federal 

law  enforcement  authorities  have  blood  on  their  hands. 

Victims  of  gun  violent  crime  committed  by  previously  convicted  felons  are 

victims  of  Federal  nonfeasance,  malfeasance  and  misfeasance.    Police 

agencies  of  the  Federal  government  are  given  charge  and  trust  to 

enforce  the  law.   Yet  they  refuse  to  do  their  jobs.   And  nice  people  are 
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maimed  and  die  because  of  that  refusal,  every  day. 

If  Federal  law  enforcement  agencies  did  their  jobs  with  respect  to  guns 

and  convicted  violent  felons  -  using  the  only  GCA  '68,  as  reformed  - 

gun  control  would  be  a  dead  issue  and  we  would  be  a  long  way  toward 

solving  the  violent  crime  problem  everybody  fears  -  getting  criminals  off 

the  street  and  into  jail. 

The  FBI  or  the  BATF  now  can  go  to  any  city  in  America  and  make 

wholesale  Federal  prosecutions  of  convicted  felons  who  local  police  have 

already  arrested  for  any  crime  in  which  they  possessed  any  gun. 

Think  about  that.    Every  convicted  criminal  in  America  who  picks  up  a 

gun  could  now  be  in  a  Federal  prison.   Should  now  be  in  prison.   That's 

the  law  now! 

It's  true  for  known  drug  users.    Every  known  drug  user  who  picks  up  a 

gun  could  be  in  a  Federal  penitentiary.   That's  the  law  now! 

It's  true  for  drug  dealers.    Every  drug  dealer  in  every  comer  of  America 

who  even  picks  up  a  gun  could  be  in  a  Federal  penitentiary.    That's  the 

law  now! 

This  law  is  not  discriminatory  as  to  kinds  of  guns  in  criminals'  hands.    For 

the  convicted  violent  felon,  for  the  known  drug  user,  for  those  engaged  in 

the  illegal  drug  trade  it  means,  'Touch  any  kind  of  gun  -  expensive, 

cheap  -  go  to  jail." 
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Congress  can  hardly  make  criminal  possession  and  use  of  an  assault 

rifle,  or  handgun,  or  any  gun  more  illegal  for  those  who  commit  criminal 

violence. 

But  it  can  make  it  illegal  for  peaceable  people  to  own  an  assault  rifle,  a 

handgun  or  any  gun.   And  it  can  make  criminals  of  those  innocent 

people.   The  first  step  is  here. 

All  of  these  crimes  I  have  mentioned  are  on  the  books  now.   They  cover 

every  fear  the  public  has  about  criminals  with  guns.   Other  than  these 

few  existing  statutes  aimed  at  surgically  removing  armed  criminals  from 

the  midst  of  their  innocent  victims,  all  other  so-called  gun  control  is  a 

hoax,  a  fraud,  a  lie. 

In  all  of  these  gun-control  proposals  now  pending  before  this  Congress, 

the  target  for  law  enforcement  is  not  criminals,  but  ordinary  people. 

We  are  talking  about  this  Congress  enacting  laws  that  will  create  a  whole 

class  of  unwitting  criminals  out  of  peaceable  people  who  have  nothing  to 

do  with  violent  crime. 

We  are  talking  about  the  architects  of  the  massacre  at  Waco  being  given 

the  tools  to  make  innocent  peaceable  people  victims  of  government 

prosecution  -  the  same  government  that  refuses  to  deal  with  violent 

criminals.   And  we  are  talking  about  all  of  this  being  proposed  based  on 

fictional  assumptions. 


125 


11 

Try  this  one.   A  tiny  spring,  a  piece  of  coiled  tempered  steel  in  the  hands 

of  a  private  citizen  being  a  major  threat  to  the  public  safety. 

This  Congress  is  considering  laws  to  redefine  the  term  "firearm"  to  mean 

individual  parts  of  firearms.   Thus  a  spring,  a  roll-pin,  or  a  piece  of  sheet 

metal  becomes  something  it  is  not.   A  firearm,  broken  down  to  its 

component  parts,  thus  becomes  many  firearms. 

The  BATF  would  love  it.   A  gun  collection  owned  by  a  peaceable  citizen 

could  thus  become  a  huge  "arsenal  of  illegal  firearms".    A  dealer's 

inventory,  broken  down,  could  become  thousands  of  illegal  "crime-guns." 

Springs,  pins,  grips,  barrels.   What  a  statistical  boon. 

The  spring  on  a  ball-point  pen  is  virtually  identical  to  the  return  spring  for 

a  handgun  firing  pin. 

Under  this  kind  of  newspeak  legislation,  that  simple  coil  spring,  thus 

declared  a  firearm,  could  not  be  brought  into  the  halls  of  Congress.    It  is 

a  Federal  felony  to  attempt  to  bring  a  gun  into  the  Capitol. 

That  simple  coil  spring,  thus  declared  a  firearm,  could  not  be  sent 

through  the  U.S.  Postal  Service.    It  is  a  federal  felony  to  send  a  firearm 

through  the  mail. 

That  simple  coil  spring,  thus  declared  a  firearm,  could  not  be  carried  into 

an  airport  or  onto  a  commercial  flight.   That  would  be  a  Fedora!  felony. 

However,  under  virtually  every  state  law  now  on  the  books,  a  criminal 
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holding  up  a  7-Eleven  convenience  store  with  a  ballpoint  pen 

return-spring,  would  not  be  convicted  of  armed  robbery.    Not  by  any 
stretch  of  the  imagination.    It's  funny,  but  it's  not  funny. 
The  Feinstein  amendment  declares  ammunition  feeding  devices  to  be 
"firearms."   Clips,  magazines  are  to  become  guns.   Sheet  metal. 
Springs.    Pins.   These  parts  will  be  firearms.   This  is  truly  Onwellian. 
Unlawful  possession  by  peaceable  law-abiding  citizens  of  these  objects  - 
objects  that  are  not  really  guns,  but  legally  defined  as  guns  -  will  be 
Federal  felonies.    Everything  that  applies  to  the  ballpoint  pen  spring, 
applies  to  the  parts  of  magazines  and  feeding  devices  as  well.   And  the 
U.S.  Senate  has  passed  this  insanity. 

Someday,  with  this  kind  of  thinking,  images  of  fireamns  could  declared  as 
fireanns.    Books,  periodicals,  photographs,  videos,  films  could  be 
declared  by  Congress  as  being  fireamns.    Let  me  give  you  a  quote  on 
this:   "Assault  weapons  ...  We  have  seen  them.   They  are  brought  in  the 
hearing  rooms.   We  have  looked  at  them.   They  look  quite  ominous.   We 
have  pictures  of  them.   The  pictures  are  not  quite  as  ominous  as  the 
weapons  themselves..."  That's  Howard  Metzenbaum  during  the 
Feinstein  debate.   He's  afraid  of  pictures.    He's  afraid  of  the  published  or 
broadcast  image  of  a  firearm. 
Let  me  give  you  another  example  of  insanity  before  this  Congress:   The 
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notion  of  limiting  the  numbers  of  fireamns  peaceable  people  can 

purchase.    It  is  a  phony. 

Since  it  is  already  illegal  for  criminals  to  purchase  and  possess  even  one 
gun  -  why  limit  the  number  of  guns  honest  people  can  own?   I'll  give  you 
the  answer:   Arresting  violent  criminals  is  dangerous.   Arresting  nice, 
peaceable  citizens  is  safe. 

The  Congress  is  considering  legislation  to  force  peaceable  people  to  be 
federally  licensed  because  they  might  own  a  certain  number  of  guns. 
That  has  nothing  to  do  with  crime  and  criminals.    Many  millions  of  law- 
abiding,  peaceable  Americans  already  own  sufficient  numbers  of  firearms 
to  meet  the  "arsenal"  license  threshold.   And  if  they  fail  or  refuse  to  get 
such  a  license,  their  guns  are  going  to  be  taken  away  from  them.   And  if 
peaceable  people  do  comply  with  such  a  requirement,  there  will  be 
millions  of  new  "arsenal"  licensees  for  the  BATF  to  regulate.    This  is  the 
same  BATF  that  keeps  coming  to  Congress  whining  that  it  has  too  many 
Federally  licensed  dealers  to  regulate.   They  will  surely  say  they  have 
too  many  "arsenal  holders"  to  regulate,  and  then  what  happens?   Do 
these  collectors  lose  their  guns? 

In  gun  control,  Americans  have  been  sold  a  big  lie.   The  issue  of  assault 
weapons  is  the  biggest  lie  of  all. 
Dianne  Feinstein,  during  the  Senate  Floor  debate  over  her  amendment, 
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flatly  stated  that  such  firearms  as  she  would  ban  "are  not  responsible  for 

a  large  number  of  homicides..." 

She  later  said  they  might  become  a  problem,  so  they  should  be  banned 

now. 

This  is  like  the  Congress  passing  a  law  to  eradicate  cancer  by  forcing 

every  healthy  person  to  undergo  chemotherapy,  radiation  and  organ 

removal.    It  might  cure  cancer,  but  it  surely  would  kill  most  of  us  in  the 

process. 

Again,  gun  control  means  making  the  innocent  pay  the  price  for  the 

guilty. 

The  issue  of  assault  weapons  is  an  invention  of  a  social  engineer  named 

Josh  Sugarmann.    In  March,  1989  Sugarman  produced  a  paper  called, 

Assault  Weapons:  Analysis,  New  Research  and  Legislation.  It's  a 

manifesto. 

Sugarmann  -  a  vehement  partisan  against  all  lawful  private  ownership  of 

small  arms  ~  concluded  that  the  so-called  handgun  control  movement 

was  in  trouble;  that  the  public  and  media  and  politicians  were  tired  of  the 

issue.   He  concluded  that  people  were  not  afraid  of  handguns,  because 

so  many  people  own  them  for  their  own  peaceable  reasons.    Let  me 

quote:    "...  handgun  restriction  consistently  remains  a  non-issue  with  the 

vast  majority  of  legislators,  the  press,  and  public." 
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So,  some  new  symbol  was  needed  to  frighten  people.   Something 

sinister,  temfying  and  above  all,  unfamiliar.  Enter  the  assault  weapon. 

Again,  to  quote  Sugarmann:   "Assault  weapons...  are  a  new  topic.   The 

weapons'  menacing  looks,  coupled  with  the  public's  confusion  over 

fully-automatic  machine  guns  versus  semi-automatic  assault  weapons  - 

anything  that  looks  like  a  machine  gun  is  assumed  to  be  a  machine  gun 

-  can  only  increase  the  chance  of  public  support  for  restrictions  on  these 

weapons.    In  addition,  few  people  can  envision  a  practical  use  for  these 

weapons." 

It  is  all  smoke  and  mirrors.    Public  relations.   A  hoax. 

I  will  quote  again:   "If  police  continue  to  call  for  assault  weapons 

restrictions,  and  the  NRA  continues  to  fight  such  measures,  the  result 

can  only  be  a  further  tamishing  of  NRA's  image  in  the  eyes  of  the  public, 

the  police,  and  NRA  members.   The  organization  will  no  longer  be 

viewed  as  the  defender  of  the  sportsman,  but  as  the  defender  of  the  dmg 

dealer." 

He  goes  on  to  predict  that  "Efforts  to  restrict  assault  weapons  are  more 

likely  to  succeed  than  those  to  restrict  handguns." 

And  why  is  this?  "...  many  Americans  do  believe  that  handguns  are 

effective  weapons  for  home-defense  and  the  majority  of  Americans 

mistakenly  believe  the  Second  Amendment  of  the  Constitution 
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guarantees  the  individual  right  to  keep  and  bear  arms.   Yet,  many  who 

support  the  individual's  right  to  own  a  handgun  have  second  thoughts 

when  the  issue  comes  down  to  assault  weapons.   Assault  weapons  are 

often  viewed  the  same  way  as  machine  guns  and  'plastic'  firearms  -  a 

weapon  that  poses  such  a  grave  risk  that  it's  worth  compromising  a 

perceived  constitutional  right." 

In  Sugarmann's  1989  paper,  he  proposes  legislation  -  precisely  what 

was  to  become  the  Feinstein  amendment.    Practically  word  for  word. 

It  is  all  snake  oil.    If  we  applied  a  truth  in  packaging  law  to  this  concept,  it 

would  exposed  as  a  fraud. 

But  everything  he  predicted  about  manipulating  the  public,  politicians  and 

the  media  has  come  true. 

In  the  Senate  debate  over  the  Feinstein  amendment.  Senator  Howard 

Metzenbaum  talked  about  the  menacing  look  of  so-called  assault 

weapons. 

"...  We  have  seen  them.   They  are  brought  in  the  hearing  rooms.   We 

have  looked  at  them.   They  look  quite  ominous..." 

Straight  out  of  Sugarmann's  instructions. 

And  the  Washington  Post  commenting  on  the  recent  ban  of  so-called 

assault  pistols  in  the  state  of  Maryland  after  a  media-feeding  frenzy: 

"Gun-control  supporters  acknowledged  they  are  far  from  restricting  the 


131 

17 
ordinary  types  of  handguns  that  most  crinninals  favor,  because  they  are 

the  same  weapons  often  purchases  by  law-abiding  residents  who  want  to 

safeguard  their  homes  and  businesses."  (April  1,  1994) 

Straight  out  of  Sugarmann. 

The  Washington  Post  also  quoted  one  of  the  major  supporters  of  the  ban 

on  private  ownership  of  assault  weapons  as  saying,  "...  gun  control 

advocates  could  take  pride  in  limiting  access  to  weapons,  even  if  the 

hard-fought  measure  applies  only  to  18  types  of  assault  pistols,  which 

are  used  in  a  fraction  of  violent  crime."   (April  11,  1994) 

"...  Used  in  a  fraction  of  violent  crime..." 

Washington  D.  C.  is  billed  as  the  murder  capital  of  the  nation.    Listen  to 

its  politicians  and  the  media  here  and  you  get  the  impression  assault 

weapons  figure  highly  in  the  carnage. 

But  the  FBI  Uniform  Crime  Report  tells  another  story.    In  1992,  the  last 

year  for  which  there  are  FBI  numbers,  D.  C.  had  442  homicides.    Of 

those,  368  were  firearms  homicides.   And  of  these,  368  were  with 

handguns.    D.  C.  had  zero  homicides  with  long  guns  of  any  kind,  no  less 

assault  rifles. 

It's  the  same  all  over  the  country. 

In  California,  the  state's  department  of  justice  found  that  so-called 

assault  weapons  were  involved  in  4  percent  of  the  state's  assaults  and 
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homicides. 

In  New  Jersey,  rifles  of  any  type  (including  those  deemed  semi-automatic 

assault  weapons)  were  used  in  1  percent  of  homicides  in  the  period  1987 

through  1992. 

Yet,  in  those  places  such  firearms  have  been  banned  from  private 

ownership. 

These  laws  have  accomplished  one  thing  -  massive  civil  disobedience 

by  peaceful,  formerly  law-abiding  citizens. 

There  are  millions  of  good,  honest  citizens  in  every  state  who  own  guns 

that  some  of  you  in  this  Congress  would  ban.   And  those  millions  of 

citizens  are  not  going  to  give  up  their  private  property.    Even  if  they  did, 

their  loss  of  their  firearms  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  violent  crime. 

I  will  leave  you  with  a  bit  of  wisdom  from  Sen.  Dianne  Feinstein 

concerning  her  ban  on  assault  weapons: 

"This  bill,  unfortunately,  will  not  stop  most  of  the  killings  that  we  are  now 

witnessing  in  horror  and  disbelief...  " 

So  what  is  this  about?   it  is  about  disarming  good  people,  peaceable 

people,  innocent  people.    It  is  about  making  them  pay  a  terrible  price  for 

those  criminal  predators  who  now  go  untouched  by  Federal  laws  already 

on  the  books. 

Finally  I  would  say.  Yes,  Sen.  Feinstein,  there  is  a  gun  law.   And  it  will 
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work,  because  it  only  deals  with  criminals.    It  is  surgical.   The  NRA 

pressed  for  it's  enactment  in  1986,  and  some  of  you  who  are  proposing 
gun-ownership  prohibitions  voted  against  its  harsh  new  penalties  for 
criminals. 

I  will  tell  Sen.  Feinstein...    I  will  tell  you...  and  I  will  tell  the  American 
people  that  we  have  laws  on  the  books  now  that  will  remove  killers  from 
our  midst.    If  they  are  isolated  in  prison,  their  killing  days  will  be  over. 
For  as  long  as  such  evil  people  are  in  jail,  they  cannot  prey  upon  the 
innocent.   To  that  end,  the  laws  we  have  will  do  much  to  slow  criminal 
violence.    Demand  the  current  law  be  used.    If  that  happens,  not  one  of 
you  ever  has  to  vote  on  the  issue  of  gun  control  again.    It  becomes 
irrelevant.    Because  it  is  a  hoax. 

In  closing,  I  want  to  state,  NRA  has  a  violence  reduction  agenda.    It 
includes  our  "Eddie  Eagle"  program  to  teach  our  children  that  guns  are 
not  toys.    It  includes  our  "Refuse  to  Be  A  Victim"  program  to  educate 
women  in  personal  defense  strategies.    It  includes  our  "CrimeStrike" 
Program  that  in  1993  went  to  Washington  state  and  ensured  the  passage 
of  "Three  Strikes,  You're  Out,"  which  President  Clinton  has  now  claimed 
as  his  idea.    It  also  includes  our  prison  building  initiative  which  started  in 
1993  in  Texas  where  we  helped  pass  a  billion  dollar  prison  building 
referendum  and  in  1994  where  we  worked  with  Congressmen  to  add 
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billions  for  prison  construction  to  the  House  Crime  Bill. 

And  Yes,  there  is  a  gun  law.   And  it  will  work,  because  it  only  deals  with 
criminals,    it  is  surgical.   The  NRA  pressed  for  it's  enactment  in  1986, 
and  some  of  you  who  are  proposing  more  gun-ownership  prohibitions 
voted  against  it's  harsh  new  penalties  for  criminals. 
And  I  am  here  to  tell  you  and  the  American  people  that  NRA  and  its 
members  will  keep  on  working  to  pass  laws  that  truly  ensure  that  all  our 
citizens  live  without  the  fear  of  violent  criminals  and  yes,  we  will  defend 
the  right  of  any  law-abiding  peaceable  American  to  own  a  firearm. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Ms.  Gratia. 

STATEMENT  OF  SUZANNA  GRATIA,  DOCTOR  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  COPPERAS  COVE,  TX 

Ms.  Gratia.  Let  me  make  sure  that  you  know  I  don't  represent 
the  NRA.  I  am  not  even  a  member. 

In  your  opening  statement,  you  commented  specifically  on  my 
testimony  saying  that  basically  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  this  issue. 
I  noticed  you  had  Mr.  Brady  here,  who  was  hit  not  with  an  assault 
weapon,  but  with  a  .22-caliber  revolver. 

Getting  beyond  that,  I  didn't  grow  up  in  a  house  with  guns.  I 
don't  hunt.  I  personally  abhor  hunting.  But  I  was  given  a  gun  by 
a  friend  when  I  was  21  to  carry  in  my  purse  for  self-defense  and 
I  was  taught  how  to  use  it. 

A  couple  of  years  ago,  my  parents  and  I  went  to  a  cafeteria  in 
Texas  on  a  bright  sunny  day.  We  weren't  in  a  dark  alley  where  we 
weren't  supposed  to  be. 

This  madman  drove  his  truck  through  the  window  and  he  began 
shooting.  Immediately,  my  father  and  I  got  on  the  floor  and  put  the 
table  up  in  front  of  us  and  this  guy  kept  shooting.  You  are  think- 
ing, what  could  it  be?  Is  it  a  robbery?  That  is  the  first  thing  that 
comes  to  mind.  And  he  keeps  shooting. 

It  took  me  a  good  45  seconds  to  realize  that  this  man  wasn't 
there  to  commit  a  robbery.  He  wasn't  there  for  a  hit.  He  was  there 
to  simply  shoot  as  many  people  as  he  possibly  could. 

I  would  like  to  make  something  clear.  I  hear  all  this  talk  about 
how  many  bullets  can  go  in  a  clip.  I  have  been  there.  I  can  tell  you 
it  doesn't  matter.  It  takes  one  second  to  switch  out  a  clip.  You  can 
have  one  bullet  or  a  hundred.  It  doesn't  matter,  guys. 

I  have  been  there.  He  goes  dump,  dump.  That  is  not  enough  time 
to  rush  a  man,  I  promise  you. 

When  I  finally  realized  what  was  occurring,  I  thought,  "I  got 
him,"  and  I  reached  for  my  purse.  He  was  maybe  12  feet  away. 

Is  it  possible  my  gun  could  have  jammed?  Sure.  Could  I  have 
missed?  Sure.  But  I  have  hit  much  smaller  targets  at  much  greater 
distances. 

Then  I  realized  that  a  couple  of  months  earlier,  I  had  made  the 
stupidest  decision  of  my  life.  I  took  my  gun  out  of  my  purse  and 
left  it  in  my  car  because  in  the  State  of  Texas,  it  is  sometimes  a 
felony  offense  to  carry  a  gun  in  your  purse. 

I  can  tell  you  that  I  am  not  mad  at  the  guy  that  did  this.  As  he 
continued,  it  was  obvious  that  he  was  a  madman. 

My  father  at  that  point  said  "I  have  to  do  something.  He  is  going 
to  kill  everybody  in  here,"  and  he  rushed  the  man.  No  way.  The 
guy  turned  and  shot  him  in  the  chest.  He  went  down  and  was  mor- 
tally wounded.  That  made  the  man  change  directions  and  go  off  to 

my  left. 

Shortly  thereafter,  someone  at  the  back  of  the  restaurant  broke 
out  a  window.  When  I  saw  what  looked  like  an  opportunity  to  es- 
cape, I  grabbed  my  mother  by  the  shirt  and  said,  "We  have  to  get 
out  of  here." 

My  feet  grew  wings  and  I  was  out  the  back  window.  As  soon  as 
I  got  out,  I  realized  that  my  mother  had  not  followed  me  out. 
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As  I  learned  from  the  police  officers,  she  had  crawled  to  my  fa- 
ther and  cradled  him  until  the  guy  got  around  to  her,  put  the  gun 
to  her  head.  She  looked  up  at  him,  put  her  head  down  and  he 
pulled  the  trigger. 

My  parents  had  just  had  their  47th  wedding  anniversary.  She 
wasn't  going  an3rwhere. 

As  I  mentioned,  I  am  not  really  mad  at  the  guy  that  did  this  and 
I  am  certainly  not  mad  at  the  guns  that  did  this.  They  didn't  walk 
in  there  by  themselves  and  pull  their  own  triggers.  The  guy  that 
did  it  was  a  lunatic.  That  is  like  being  mad  at  a  rabid  dog. 

I  am  mad  at  my  legislators  for  legislating  me  out  of  a  right  to 
protect  myself  and  my  family.  I  would  much  rather  be  sitting  in  jail 
with  a  felony  offense  on  my  head  and  have  my  parents  alive. 

As  far  as  these  so-called  assault  weapons,  you  say  that  they  don't 
have  any  defense  use.  You  tell  that  to  the  guy  that  I  saw  on  a  vid- 
eotape of  the  L.A.  riots  standing  on  his  rooftop  protecting  his  prop- 
erty and  his  life  from  an  entire  mob  with  one  of  these  so-called  as- 
sault weapons. 

Tell  me  that  he  didn't  have  a  legitimate  self-defense  use. 

One  final  statement.  I  have  been  sitting  here  getting  more  and 
more  fed  up  with  all  of  this  talk  about  these  pieces  of  machinery 
having  no  legitimate  sporting  purpose;  no  legitimate  hunting  pur- 
pose. 

People,  that  is  not  the  point  of  the  second  amendment.  The  sec- 
ond amendment  is  not  about  duck  hunting,  and  I  know  I  am  not 
going  to  make  many  friends  saying  this;  but  it  is  about  our  rights, 
all  of  our  rights,  to  be  able  to  protect  ourselves  from  all  you  guys 
up  there,  and  nobody  has  talked  about  that. 

Senator  Moynihan,  I  think  this  is  today's  paper,  Monday,  listen 
to  this;  a  quote  from  Senator  Moynihan.  "I  think  the  U.N.  has 
proven  itself  a  failed  instrument  in  Bosnia.  It  won't  allow  the 
Bosnians  to  defend  themselves  and  it  hasn't  defended  the 
Bosnians.  I  think  we  should  arm  the  Bosnians." 

I  think  that  "Schindler's  List"  should  be  required  viewing  for  ev- 
erybody in  this  room. 

Thank  you. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Ms.  Gratia  follows:] 
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My  name  is  Suzanna  Gratia;  I  am  a  doclor  of  chiropractic  in  Copperas 
Cove,  Texas.  I  thank  you  for  llie  opportunity  to  speak  to  this  Subcommittee.  I 
come  before  you  as  one  of  the  children  about  whom  this  panel  has  expressed 
concern.   And  I  come  before  vou  because  of  a  man  with  a  gun. 

On  October  16,  1991,  my  parents  and  I  had  lunch  at  Luby's  cafeteria  in 
Killeen,  Te.xas.  I  watched  as  a  madman  crashed  his  truck  through  the  window 
and  began  methodically  shooting  innocent  people.  We  were  trapped,  and  he  had 
complete  control.  My  father  saw  what  he  thought  was  an  opportunity  to  stop  the 
guy,  but  when  he  rushed  the  killer,  he  was  shot  in  the  chest  and  fell,  mortally 
wounded,  feel  from  me.  The  gunman  continued  around  the  room. 

Can  you  imagine  just  sitting  there  waiting  for  it  to  be  your  turn? 

Several  minutes  later,  a  window  at  the  back  of  the  restaurant  was  broken 
out.  and  I  saw  an  opportunity  to  c.<:cape.  1  grabbed  my  mother  by  the  shirt  collar 
and  said,  "Come  on,  we've  got  to  run;  we've  got  to  get  out  of  here!"  My  feet 
grew  wings,  and  I  was  able  to  make  it  out.  Once  outside,  I  realized  that  my 
mother  had  not  followed  me. 

I  learned  from  a  jxilice  officer  that  she  had  crawled  out  into  the  open  and 
cradled  my  father's  head  until  the  "bad  guy"  got  back  around  to  her.  She  had 
looked  up  at  him,  put  her  head  down,  and  he  pulled  the  trigger.  My  parents  had 
just  had  their  47th  wedding  anniversary.. .she  was  not  going  anywhere. 

1  lost  both  of  my  parents  that  day. 


139 

Testimony  of  Suzanna  Gratia  Page  3 

I  am  not  mad  at  the  killer.  That  is  like  being  angrj'  at  a  sick  animal,  a 
rabid  dog.  1  am  mad  at  my  legislators,  who  legislated  me  out  of  the  right  to 
protect  myself  and  my  family.  \'ou  see,  a  couple  of  months  earlier,  1  made  the 
stupidest  mistake  of  my  life.  1  took  my  gun  out  of  my  purse  and  left  it  in  my  car, 
because  I  was  concerned  about  losing  my  license  to  practice  chiropractic.  So,  on 
October  I6lh,  my  gun  was  100  feel  away  in  my  car,  TOTALLY  USELESS  to 
me! 

I  ran  tell  you  (hat  1  would  much  mther  he  sitting  in  jail  with  a  felonv 

Compare  this  to  a  different  restaurant  in  a  different  state  just  two  months 
later:  On  December  17,  1991  in  .Anniston,  Alabama,  a  restaurant  patron  like  me 
defended  himself  and  savetl  the  lives  of  nearly  24  other  people  held  hostage  by 
two  armed,  would-be  robbers.  The  reluctant  hero,  who  was  legally  carrying  his 
45  caliber  firearm,  stopped  both  assailants  before  they  could  complete  their  crime 
or  injure  other  innocent  customers. 

I  don't  believe  there  is  a  single  American  or  a  Member  of  this 
Subcommittee  who  would  prefer  the  outcome  in  Killeen,  Texas  to  that  in 
Annislon,  .Alabama. 

The  tragedy  on  October  16,  1991  \\'ill  be  forever  etched  in  my  memor}'. 
My  jiarents  were  brutally  muitlcicd,  and  I  was  helpless  to  protect  them.  None  of 
us  in  that  restaurant  could  control  our  own  destinies  because,  thanks  to  their 
prohibition  on  concealed  carry  of  firearms  by  law-abiding  citizens,  Texas 
politicians  had  seen  fit  to  keep  us  disarmed. 
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Today,  this  Subcommitlce  is  also  deciding  whether  it  will  see  fit  to  keep 
law-abiding  citizens  like  me  disarmed.  My  father  was  an  expert  on  the  founding 
of  our  country,  and  frankly,  it  amazes  me  that  this  is  even  up  for  debate,  hi 
drafting  the  Bill  of  Rights,  the  Founding  Fathers  acknowledged  self-protection  as 
a  prime  goal  incorporated  in  the  Second  Amendment.  In  quoting  criminologist 
Casarc  Deccaria,  still  renowned  for  his  work  On  Crimes  and  Puiiislimeiits 
penned  in  1764.  Thomas  Jefferson  said:  "Laws  that  forbid  the  canying  of 
arms...  disarm  only  those  \\ho  are  neither  inclined  nor  determined  to  commit 
crimes...  Such  laws  make  things  worse  for  the  assaulted  and  belter  for  the 
assailants;  they  serve  rather  to  encourage  than  to  prevent  homicides,  for  an 
unarmed  man  may  be  attacked  with  greater  confidence  than  an  armed  man." 

If  H.R.  3527  were  enacted  into  law,  it  would  virtually  guarantee  that  when 
other  law-abiding  .Americans  face  \iolenl  crime,  the  Killcen  outcome  and  not  the 
Anniston  outcome  would  result. 

Is  this  good  for  .America? 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Committee,  while  it  has  been  against 
the  law  for  over  25  years  for  children  to  own  guns.  I  have  heard  it  alleged  that 
guns  are  a  leading  cause  of  death  among  children.  Bui  most  statistics  used  to 
support  this  claim  include  citizens  up  to  age  24  as  children. 

By  counting  citizens  of  voting  age  as  children,  we  not  only  overestimate  the 
number  oi'  childhood  accidents,  we  ignore  a  growing  national  crises:  juvenile 
crime.    In  1990,  more  juveniles  were  arrested  for  violent  crime  than  at  any  other 
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time  in  our  nation's  history:  3,400  juveniles  were  arrested  for  murder;  6,300  for 
rape;  44.500  for  robbery,  and  68.700  for  aggravated  assault. 

But  crime  is  no  accident.  And  it  is  only  by  counting  juvenile  criminal 
activity  with  firearms  as  accidental  activity  that  one  can  ignore  the  facts  about 
accidental  fnearms  fatalities  among  children.  And  the  facts  are.  using  the 
customary  governmental  and  medical  definition  of  children  as  0-14  years,  the 
number  of  accidental  firearms  fatalities  among  children  is  at  an  all-time  low. 
According  to  the  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  96.7  percent  of  accidental 
deaths  among  children  do  not  involve  firearms.  Nationwide  in  1990.  236 
children  perished  in  gun  accidents  of  all  types  -  handguns,  rilles.  shotguns, 
semiaulomatics.  even  the  imaginary  "semiautomatic  assault  weapons." 
Responsible  Second  Amendment  groups  like  the  National  Rifie  Association  find 
even  this  number  loo  high,  and  spend  millions  of  their  members'  dollars  to  lower 
it. 

By  all  accounts,  they've  been  successful.  Comparing  today  to  1930,  you 
find  that  fatal  firearms  accidents  have  decreased  53  percent,  while  the  population 
doubled  and  the  number  of  guns  quadrupled. 

I  submit  that  what  should  be  illegal  is  allowing  convicted  violent  criminals 
and  repeat  offenders  lo  iVeely  loam  the  streets.  The  Department  of  Justice 
recently  released  a  survey  that  found  of  the  4.3  million  people  convicted  of  a 
crime  and  under  active  correctional  supervision,  only  26  percent  were  in  prison 
or  jail;  the  remaining  74  percent  were  free  on  probation  or  parole. 
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As  a  nation,  we  have  experience  with  parole,  and  it  is  Ihe  tragic  case  of  12- 
year-old  Polly  Klaas  of  Petaliima,  California.  On  October  1,  Richard  Allen 
Davis  kidnapped  Polly  from  her  own  home  and  later  murdered  her.  Al  the  lime 
of  the  crime,  Richard  Allen  Davis  was  one  of  the  12  percent  of  convicted 
ciiminals  on  parole,  in  his  case  on  parole  for  a  previous  kidnapping.  He  should 
never  have  been  paroled;  Davis'  criminal  career  began  at  age  12,  and  includes 
burglary,  grand  theft,  escape,  assault  with  a  deadly  weapon  and,  of  course,  prior 
kidnapping  convictions. 

The  Klaas  case  is  not  an  isolated  one.  Ask  anyone  from  my  home  state  of 
Te.\as  about  Kenneth  McDuff.  McDuff  had  been  sentenced  to  death  for  Ihe 
sa\age  murder  of  three  teenagers,  but  was  instead  paroled  on  October  11,  1989. 
Shortly  thereafter,  he  was  indicted  for  two  more  murders. 

Every  90  seconds  in  1990,  a  convicted  felon  like  Richard  Allen  Davis  and 
Kenneth  McDuff  was  released  from  prison  early.  To  deny  law-abiding  citizens 
the  right  to  defend  ourselves  and  our  children  is  to  surrender  us  to  them. 
Because  when  gun  bans  pass,  criminals  win. 

Thankfully,  today,  law-abiding  citizens  have  a  fighting  chance.  Mothers,  as 
reported  in  newspapers  across  the  nation,  can  defend  their  children  from  violent 
criminal  attack.  For  example:  "Gun-wielding  woman  thwarts  rape  of  girl,  12" 
from  The  (St.  Louis.  MO)  Sun  on  January  11,  1985;  "Frayser  woman  shoots 
intruder  to  .save  her  child"  from  The  Commercial  Appeal  (Memphis.  TN)  on 
January  26.  1994;  and  "Woman  feeding  baby  at  home  shoots  intruder"  from  the 
San  Antonio  Express  News  on  August  10,  1993.  I  have  submitted  and  asked  to  be 
included  in  the  record  25  such  articles  about  mothers  using  guns  to  defend  their 
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childien  from  tlie  violent  attacks  of  criminal  predators,  plus  an  additional  nine 
articles  from  our  nation's  newspapers  about  parents  using  guns  to  thwart  the 
kidnapping  of  their  children. 

If  guns  were  banned  or  their  owners  had  to  endure  months-long  licensing 
schemes,  how  many  of  these  headlines  change  for  the  worse? 


'o^ 


if  some  of  these  people  were  not  people  of  means  and  inexpensive  guns 
were  banned,  how  many  of  these  headlines  change  for  the  worse? 

Mr.  Chainiian  and  Members  of  the  Committee,  12  percent  of  violent  crime 
involves  guns  of  all  types,  but  100  percent  of  violent  crime  involves  criminals. 
Over  60,000  violent  criminals  ~  those  convicted  of  murder,  rape,  robbery  and 
aggravated  assault  —  are  given  mere  probation  every  year.  This  means  they  have 
easy  access  not  to  guns  but  to  every  man.  woman  and  child  as  their  potential 
victims. 

In  early  March,  I  was  at  a  political  meeting  that  included  two  gang 
members  as  speakers.  When  one  of  them  was  asked  how  he  felt  about  gun 
control  laws,  he  laughed  and  said.  "Man.  you  can  pass  all  the  gun  control  laws 
you  want.  It  doesn't  make  'em  any  tougher  to  get,  it  just  drives  the  price  up.  And 
that  means  I  gotta  go  rob  somebody  to  get  the  cash." 

If  this  twenty-one  year  old  street  kid  gets  this  concept,  why  don't  we? 

I  am  a  child  of  parents  whose  deaths  were  preventable.  My  parents  and  the 
20  other  innocent  people  killed  in  Killeen.  Te.xas  would  be  alive  today  if  just  one 
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of  the  patrons  that  day,  myself  included,  had  been  lawfully  pemiitted  to  have  a 
gun.  But  we  were  not,  and  so  the  criminal  won.  I  urge  you  to  not  let  this  happen 
again;  I  urge  you  to,  in  choosing  between  the  massacre  in  the  Ivilleen,  Texas 
restaurant  and  the  saving  of  scores  of  innocent  lives  in  the  Anniston,  Alabama 
restaurant  by  an  armed,  law-abiding  citizen,  to  choose  the  latter.  I  urge  you  to 
not  pass  any  gun  ban,  lest  the  criminal  win  again.  Thank  you. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Mr.  Murphy. 

STATEMENT  OF  PHILLIP  W.  MURPHY,  TUCSON,  AZ 

Mr.  Murphy.  In  thanking  the  Chair  and  members  of  this  com- 
mittee for  inviting  me  to  testify  this  morning,  it  is  important  thiat 
this  committee  understands  exactly  what  event  brought  me  here. 
Simply  put,  I  made  a  choice  not  to  be  a  victim. 

I  exercised  this  choice  on  a  conscious  level,  but  my  choice  to  pur- 
chase the  firearm  which  would  hold  the  potential  of  saving  my  life 
and  help  me  bring  a  convicted  felon  back  to  justice  was  purely  pe- 
destrian. 

Hopefully,  this  testimony  will  make  my  visit  to  the  Capitol  more 
than  an  exercise  in  futility.  You  see,  in  the  eyes  of  the  media,  this 
administration  and  the  majority  of  the  members  of  this  committee, 
my  choice  of  a  defensive  weapon  in  this  instance  was  so  politically 
incorrect  that  my  Government  may  no  longer  trust  me  with  this 
firearm.  Indeed,  I  could  be  considered  a  potential  felon. 

I  mentioned  the  pedestrian  manner  in  which  I  made  my  decision 
to  buy  the  long  arm  in  question  because,  frankly,  my  decision  was 
driven  by  only  two  factors:  pragmatism  and  pride.  In  February 
1986,  I  purchased  a  Colt  AR-15A2  H-BAR  sporter,  a  semiauto- 
matic rifle  chambered  in  .223  Remington. 

I  chose  this  very  practical  rifle  for  a  variety  of  purposes:  competi- 
tive target  shooting,  varmint  hunting,  inexpensive  plinking — it  con- 
verts to  a  .22 — and  yes,  home  defense.  This  rifle  serves  my  needs 
while  remaining  an  utterly  reliable,  easy  handling,  and  nearly  re- 
coil free,  precision  instrument — qualities  I  have  come  to  appreciate 
more  and  more  as  my  physical  condition  deteriorates  due  to  mul- 
tiple sclerosis.  So  much  for  my  pragmatic  concerns. 

The  matter  of  pride  comes  into  play  in  my  desire  to  honor  our 
military  by  doing  what  countless  millions  of  Americans  have  done 
since  the  Revolution.  I  bought  a  civilian  version  of  the  weapon  cur- 
rently in  use  by  our  Nation's  Armed  Forces.  And  there's  the  rub. 
I  bought  a  rifle  that  merely  looks  like  an  M-16,  not  one  that  works 
like  an  M-16. 

It  is  what  makes  my  rifle  so  unremarkable  in  function  that 
makes  me  so  infuriated  to  have  to  defend  my  choice  of  this  quality 
firearm  at  this  hearing  today.  My  rifle  shares  its  caliber,  magazine 
capacity,  and  century-old  technology  with  the  Ruger  Mini  14;  an 
equally  capable  tool  which  is  not  seen  as  worth  banning  by  this  ad- 
ministration because  of  some  very  politically  incorrect  reasoning — 
a  Mini  14  is  not  as  ugly  as  an  AR-15.  Hard  to  believe,  but  true. 

Two  inanimate  objects  identical  in  function  and  capability  are 
given  different  so-called  personalities  by  the  same  legislative  body 
because  one  gun  is  prettier  than  the  other.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
until  the  comely  Ruger  is  affixed  with  a  pistol  grip  like  my  Colt, 
no  menacing  label  can  be  applied  to  it  which  could  preclude  its  sale 
as  will  be  the  case  for  my  rifle. 

Pistol  grips  don't  give  a  rifle  or  shotgun  a  personality,  they  make 
them  easier  to  control.  A  Benelli  Super  90  shotgun,  President  Clin- 
ton's duck  hunting  weapon  of  choice,  will  fall  out  of  favor  with  Con- 
gress by  merely  adding  a  pistol  grip.  But  I  digress.  I'm  here  to  con- 
vince this  committee  that  I  made  the  right  choice  in  a  defensive 
arm. 
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In  late  August  1989,  Johnny  Johnson,  a  convicted  burglar  with 
a  penchant  for  crack  cocaine,  was  also  making  some  personal 
choices.  On  the  afternoon  of  the  28th,  Johnny  decided  to  rob  my 
parent's  home.  He  stole  guns,  jewelry,  coins,  and  irreplaceable 
valuables  which  my  mother  treasured.  I  am  certain  that  Johnny 
considered  my  parent's  home  a  good  choice  because  3  days  later  he 
came  back  to  finish  the  job.  That  proved  to  be  what  Johnny  would 
call,  a  bad  choice. 

The  investigating  officer  who  took  my  parent's  burglary  report 
mentioned  that,  because  only  the  bedroom  had  been  violated  and 
the  point  of  entry  was  not  yet  adequately  secured,  the  chances  of 
my  folks  being  robbed  again  within  the  week  were  better  than  50/ 
50.  They  worked  days.  The  house  wasn't  secure.  The  police  could 
not  offer  them  protection.  I  could. 

I  arrived  at  their  home  every  morning  armed  with  a  weapon  I 
could  control  with  one  hand  while  I  spoke  to  911  with  the  other. 
I  brought  a  weapon  so  intimidating  that  I  might  preclude  any  ag- 
gressive action  taken  against  me  by  its  appearance  alone  a  weapon 
with  which  I  could  control  a  situation  against  possibly  numerous 
antagonists,  who,  by  now,  were  almost  certainly  armed.  I  brought 
a  weapon  to  help  me  win. 

The  confrontation  was  brief  and  noisy.  He  said  he  didn't  want  to 
die.  I  said  I  didn't  want  to  be  forced  to  kill  him.  By  the  time  I 
picked  up  the  phone  upon  which  I  had  already  dialed  911  so  the 
police  could  hear  and  understand  my  situation,  I  realized  I'd  won. 

Mr.  Johnson's  arresting  officers  were  not  the  least  bit  critical  of 
my  choice  of  defensive  weapon.  They  couldn't  care  less.  Cops  on  the 
street  know  that  the  honest  citizens  are  the  victims,  not  the  per- 
petrators. They  were  just  delighted  I  bagged  one  of  Tucson's  most 
wanted,  and  so  were  the  courts. 

Johnny  Johnson  was  already  a  three-time  loser  with  34  priors 
who  was  violating  his  third  adult  parole  for  a  knife  assault  when 
we  were  formally  introduced.  We  were  told  by  the  county  attorney 
that  since  Johnson  was  a  targeted  offender,  he  could  not  plea  bar- 
gain his  way  out  of  this  one  and  would  have  to  stand  trial,  but  he 
didn't. 

He  pled  guilty  to  one  charge  for  every  charge  that  was  dropped 
and,  unfortunately,  the  very  burglary  where  I  was  the  intended  vic- 
tim was  pled  away  as  well. 

Of  course,  this  rap  sheet  is  fairly  typical,  but  Mr.  Johnson  was 
only  19  when  I  caught  him.  For  those  of  you  who  may  have  spent 
your  formative  years  inside  of  the  beltway,  this  means  all  of  his  34 
transgressions  and  supposed  punishment  took  place  since  Mr. 
Johnson  was  18,  and  yet  I'm  the  one  who  is  under  scrutiny  by  this 
proposed  legislation. 

I  respectfully  urge  this  committee  and  the  Congress  of  these 
United  States  to  restrain  themselves  from  forcing  tens  of  millions 
of  law-abiding  Americans  like  me  to  choose  between  the  law  and 
their  lives. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Mr.  Murphy  follows:] 
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In  thanking  the  Chair  and  members  of  this  committee  for  inviting  me 
to  testify  this  morning,  it  is  important  that  this  committee 
understands  exactly  what  event  brought  me  here.  Simply  put,  I  made 
a  choice  not  to  be  a  victim. 

I  exercised  this  choice  on  a  conscious  level,  but  my  choice  to 
purchase  the  firearm  which  would  hold  the  potential  of  saving  my 
life  and  help  me  bring  a  convicted  felon  back  to  justice  was  purely 
pedestrian.  Hopefully,  this  testimony  will  make  my  visit  to  the 
Capitol  more  than  an  exercise  in  futility.  You  see,  in  the  eyes  of 
the  media,  this  administration  and  the  majority  of  the  members  of 
this  committee,  my  choice  of  a  defensive  weapon  in  this  instance 
was  so  politically  incorrect  that  my  government  may  no  longer  trust 
me  with  this  firearm.  Indeed,  I  could  be  considered  a  potential 
felon. 

I  mentioned  the  pedestrian  manner  in  which  I  made  my  decision  to 
buy  the  long-arm  in  question  because,  frankly,  my  decision  was 
driven  by  only  two  factors:  pragmatism  and  pride.  In  February  of 
1986,  I  purchased  a  Colt  AR-15A2  H-BAR  Sporter,  a  semi-automatic 
rifle  chambered  in  .223  Remington.  I  chose  this  very  practical 
rifle  for  a  variety  of  purposes:  competitive  target  shooting, 
varmint  hunting,  inexpensive  plinking  (it  converts  to  a  .22)  and 
yes,  home  defense.  This  rifle  serves  my  needs  while  remaining  an 
utterly  reliable,  easy  handling,  and  nearly  recoil-free  precision 
instrument  .  .  .  qualities  I  have  come  to  appreciate  more  and  more  as 
my  physical  condition  deteriorates  due  to  Multiple  Sclerosis.  So 
much  for  my  pragmatic  concerns. 

The  matter  of  pride  comes  into  play  in  my  desire  to  honor  our 
military  by  doing  what  countless  millions  of  Americans  have  done 
since  the  Revolution.  I  bought  a  civilian  version  of  the  weapon 
currently  in  use  by  our  nation's  armed  forces.  And  there's  the 
rub.  I  bought  a  rifle  that  merely  looks  like  an  M-16,  not  one  that 
works  like  an  M-16. 

It  is  what  makes  my  rifle  so  unremarkable  in  function  that  makes  me 
so  infuriated  to  have  to  defend  my  choice  of  this  quality  firearm 
at  this  hearing  today.  My  rifle  shares  its  caliber,  magazine 
capacity  and  century-old  technology  with  the  Ruger  Mini  14;  an 
equally  capable  tool  which  is  not  seen  as  worth  banning  by  this 
administration  because  of  some  very  politically  incorrect  reasoning 
—  a  Mini  14  is  not  as  ugly  as  an  AR-15.  Hard  to  believe,  but 
true.   Two  inanimate  objects  identical  in  function  and  capability 


148 


are  given  different  so-called  "personalities"  by  the  same 
legislative  body  because  one  gun  is  "prettier"  than  the  other.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  until  the  comely  Ruger  is  affixed  with  a  pistol 
grip  like  my  Colt,  no  menacing  label  can  be  applied  to  it  which 
could  preclude  its  sale  as  will  be  the  case  for  my  rifle.  Pistol 
grips  don't  give  a  rifle  or  shotgun  a  "personality",  they  make  them 
easier  to  control.  A  Benelli  Super  90  shotgun.  President  Clinton's 
duck  hunting  "weapon  of  choice",  will  fall  out  of  favor  with 
Congress  by  merely  adding  a  pistol  grip.  But  I  digress.  I'm  here 
to  convince  this  committee  that  I  made  the  right  choice  in  a 
defensive  arm. 

In  late  August  of  1989,  Johnny  Johnson  (a  convicted  burglar  with  a 
penchant  for  crack  cocaine)  was  also  making  some  personal  choices. 
On  the  afternoon  of  the  28th,  Johnny  decided  to  rob  my  parent's 
home.  He  stole  guns,  jewelry,  coins,  and  irreplaceable  valuables 
which  my  mother  treasured.  I'm  certain  that  Johnny  considered  my 
parent's  home  a  good  choice  because  three  days  later  he  came  back 
to  finnish  the  job.  That  proved  to  be  what  Johnny  would  call,  "a 
bad  choice". 

The  investigating  officer  who  took  my  parent's  burglary  report 
mentioned  that,  because  only  the  bedroom  had  been  violated  and  the 
point  of  entry  was  not  yet  adequately  secured,  the  chances  of  my 
folks  being  robbed  again  within  the  week  were  better  than  50/50. 
They  worked  days.  The  house  wasn't  secure.  The  police  could  not 
offer  them  protection.   I  could. 

I  arrived  at  their  home  every  morning  armed  with  a  weapon  I  could 
control  with  one  hand  while  I  spoke  to  911  with  the  other.  I 
brought  a  weapon  so  intimidating  that  I  might  preclude  any 
aggressive  action  taken  against  me  by  its  appearance  alone  —  a 
weapon  with  which  I  could  control  a  situation  against  possibly 
numerous  antagonists  who  by  now  were  almost  certainly  armed.  I 
brought  a  weapon  to  help  me  win. 

The  confrontation  was  brief  and  noisy.  He  said  he  didn't  want  to 
die.  I  said  I  didn't  want  to  be  forced  to  kill  him.  By  the  time 
I  picked  up  the  phone  upon  which  I  had  already  dialed  911  so  the 
police  could  hear  and  understand  my  situation,  I  realized  I'd  won. 
Mr.  Johnson's  arresting  officers  were  not  the  least  bit  critical  of 
my  choice  of  defensive  weapon.  They  couldn't  care  less.  Cops  on 
the  street  know  that  the  honest  citizens  are  the  victims,  not  the 
perpetrators.  They  were  just  delighted  I  bagged  one  of  Tucson's 
most  wanted,  and  so  were  the  courts. 

Johnny  Johnson  was  already  a  three-time  loser  with  34  priors  who 
was  violating  his  third  adult  parole  for  a  knife  assault  when  we 
were  "formally"  introduced.  We  were  told  by  the  County  Attorney 
that  since  Johnson  was  a  "targeted  offender"  he  could  not  plea 
bargain  his  way  out  of  this  one  and  would  have  to  stand  trial,  but 
he  didn't.   He  pled  guilty  to  one  charge  for  every  charge  that  was 
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dropped  and,  unfortunately,  the  very  burglary  where  I  was  the 
intended  victim  was  pled  away  as  well. 

Of  course,  this  rap  sheet  is  fairly  typical,  but  Mr.  Johnson  was 
only  19  when  I  caught  him.  For  those  of  you  who  may  have  spent 
your  formative  years  inside  of  the  beltway,  this  means  all  of  his 
34  transgressions  and  supposed  punishment  took  place  since  Mr. 
Johnson  was  18.  And  yet  I'm  the  one  who  is  under  scrutiny  by  this 
proposed  legislation. 

I  respectfully  urge  this  committee  and  the  Congress  of  these  United 
States  to  restrain  themselves  from  forcing  tens  of  millions  of  law- 
abiding  Americans  like  me  to  choose  between  the  law  and  their 
lives. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention, 


■/'M^VMuU.. 


Phillip  W.  Murphy 
3  326  E.  Edgemont 
Tucson,  AZ  85716-4514 
(602)  327-8129 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Ms.  Miller. 

STATEMENT  OF  JACQUIE  MILLER,  LOUISVILLE,  KY 

Ms.  Miller.  I  would  like  to  first  of  all,  thank  Mr.  Sensenbrenner 
and  his  people  for  giving  me  the  respect  and  the  courtesy  of  allow- 
ing me  to  speak  here  today.  Thank  you. 
My  name  is  Jacquie  Miller  and  I  am  from  Louisville,  KY. 
On  September  14,  1989,  a  fellow  employee  named  Joseph 
Wesbecker  entered  the  Standard  Gravure  Printing  Co.,  with  an 
AK-47  and  began  shooting.  I  had  heard  four  pops  which  I  thought 
were  explosive  fluorescent  light  bulbs.  Then  when  I  heard  someone 
scream,  "Oh,  no.  Oh,  no.  Oh  no,"  I  at  first  thought  someone  had 
been  cut  by  the  glass. 

When  I  heard  two  more  pops,  I  began  to  realize  that  the  situa- 
tion was  very  serious  and  not  what  I  had  first  expected. 

As  I  walked  around  my  desk  to  go  see  what  was  wrong,  the 
thought  came  to  me  to  get  my  gun  and  take  it  with  me.  I  carried 
a  .38  to  work  with  me  at  all  times  because  there  had  been  threats 
to  the  company  because  of  a  big  layoff  we  had  the  previous  year. 
There  were  five  men  the  company  had  received  threats  from  and 
they  were  keeping  an  eye  out  for  trouble.  We  employees  did  not  feel 
safe,  but  we  knew  the  names  of  the  five  men,  so  I  carried  my  gun 
for  protection. 

When  I  turned  to  go  back  for  my  gun,  I  changed  my  mind  be- 
cause I  was  afraid  if  I  was  wrong  about  there  being  trouble  and 
someone  saw  my  gun  I  would  be  fired,  because  carrying  a  concealed 
gun  in  Kentucky  is  illegal.  So  I  left  my  gun  in  my  purse  and  went 
out  into  the  hall  to  see  what  was  going  on. 

As  I  turned  away  from  my  office  door,  the  first  thing  I  saw  at 
the  end  of  the  8-  to  10-foot  hallway  was  a  rifle.  I  immediately 
thought  "Here  is  one  of  those  five  employees  coming  for  revenge." 
I  looked  from  the  rifle  to  the  face  of  the  man,  and  even  though 
I  didn't  know  who  he  was,  my  first  thought  immediately  was  "I  am 
going  to  die."  He  had  been  completely  deranged  by  Prozac  and  the 
look  on  his  face  said  "I  want  you  dead."  That  look  terrified  me 
much  more  than  the  gun. 

My  next  thought  was  "I  have  to  get  my  gun  and  stop  him  or  he 
will  kill  everybody."  I  turned  around,  ran  back  through  my  office 
door,  and  literally  ran  right  into  my  supervisor. 

I  told  her  she  had  to  get  back  into  her  office  or  he  would  kill  her, 
but  she  wouldn't  listen  to  me.  I  didn't  know  at  the  time  she  had 
already  been  shot  twice  in  the  hall  while  I  was  debating  getting  my 
gun.  She  was  in  shock. 

I  was  telling  her  to  get  in  her  office  and  lock  the  door  or  she 
would  be  killed,  but  she  wouldn't  move,  so  I  physically  turned  her 
around  and  shoved  her  toward  her  office  and  she  finally  started 
moving  on  her  own. 

While  I  stood  there  making  sure  she  locked  her  door,  I  shut  the 
door  to  the  office  and  turned  the  lock  on  the  door  to  lock  it  but, 
in  fact,  I  actually  unlocked  it.  Someone  had  changed  the  position 
on  the  lock  earlier  that  morning  and  didn't  tell  me. 

I  ran  for  my  gun  and  as  I  was  pulling  it  out  of  my  purse  with 
my  finger  on  the  trigger  and  a  one-fourth  inch  left  of  the  barrel 
being  cleared  of  my  purse,  he  burst  into  the  office. 
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All  of  a  sudden,  I  doubled  forward  over  my  office  chair  with  the 
air  being  knocked  out  of  me.  Because  I  heard  no  shots,  I  didn't 
know  he  had  shot  me  in  the  chest,  but  when  I  finally  got  my 
breath,  I  figured  I  had  been  shot  somewhere  and  I  screamed.  When 
he  realized  I  wasn't  dead,  he  fired  several  more  rounds  hitting  me 
in  the  stomach,  pelvis,  and  right  leg.  He  left  the  room  and  I 
crawled  to  my  purse  and  got  my  gun  out  because  I  felt  he  was  com- 
ing back  to  finish  me  off.  I  laid  on  the  floor  with  the  hammer 
cocked  ready  to  take  him  with  me,  not  knowing  he  was  working  his 
way  down  through  the  plant. 

I  could  hear  crying  and  yelling  but  no  shots.  Half  an  hour  later, 
a  policeman  found  me  on  the  floor  and  I  gave  him  my  gun  thinking 
they  had  caught  the  gunman.  The  policeman  then  went  into  my  su- 
pervisor's office  to  check  on  her  and  gave  her  my  gun  to  protect 
herself  while  he  went  to  help  look  for  the  gunman.  He  told  her  to 
shoot  the  gunman  on  sight  if  he  came  back.  In  the  meantime,  I  was 
lying  on  the  floor  feeling  completely  defenseless  not  knowing  she 
had  my  gun.  I  looked  so  bad  the  policeman  had  left  me  for  dead. 
In  all,  20  people  were  shot  with  8  dying  and  the  gunman  killing 
himself. 

Sometime  within  that  first  week  I  got  my  gun  back  from  an  offi- 
cer who  said  he  was  sorry  I  couldn't  get  to  it  in  time  to  kill  the 
man  and  thanked  me  for  trying.  Eventually  I  met  every  policeman 
involved  with  finding  the  victims  and  hunting  for  the  man  and  ev- 
eryone said  the  same  thing  to  me.  The  police  refused  to  press 
charges  for  carrying  a  concealed  weapon.  They  understood  the  com- 
mon sense  of  the  situation:  the  right  to  defend  oneself  against  at- 
tack. 

An  assault  weapon  ban  would  not  have  done  any  good  that  day 
because  the  gunman  was  so  doped  up  on  Prozac  he  would  have 
used  any  gun.  Thankfully  he  used  an  AK-47.  Because  of  that,  12 
people  lived  instead  of  20  dying.  If  he  had  used  a  shotgun  or  var- 
ious model  of  hunting  rifle,  none  of  us  would  have  made  it.  It  com- 
pletely enrages  me  that  my  tragedy  is  being  used  against  me  to 
deny  me  and  all  the  law-abiding  citizens  of  this  country  the  right 
to  the  firearm  of  our  choosing. 

I  refuse,  in  return,  to  use  my  tragedy  for  retribution  against  in- 
nocent people  just  to  make  myself  feel  better  for  having  this  misfor- 
tune. Enforce  the  laws  against  criminals  already  on  the  books. 
After  all,  there  are  already  over  20,000  of  them.  More  won't  do  a 
thing  for  crime  control  without  everything  working  together  for  the 
common  good.  Plea  bargaining,  early  release  from  prison,  and  the 
way  juvenile  crime  is  being  handled  are  killing  our  society.  If  we 
don't  start  practicing  morality  and  decency  and  worshiping  God  in- 
stead of  ourselves,  all  the  new  laws  in  the  world  won't  help.  You 
cannot  ban  everything  in  the  world  that  could  be  used  as  a  weapon 
because  you  fear  it,  don't  understand  it,  or  don't  agree  with  it. 

This  is  America,  not  Lithuania  or  China.  Our  most  cherished 
possession  is  our  Constitution  and  Bill  of  Rights.  Let's  not  sell 
those  down  the  river  or  we  could  one  day  find  ourselves  in  a  boat 
without  a  paddle  against  the  criminals  who  think  we  are  easy  pick- 
ings. 

Thank  you  again  for  the  chance  to  speak. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you.  And  I  want  to  thank  all  of  the  wit- 
nesses, particularly  Ms.  Miller  and  Dr.  Gratia.  I  am  sorry  for  the 
tragedies  that  you  went  through. 

I  first  would  like  to  start  with  Ms.  Metaksa.  My  question  is  this, 
Ms.  Metaksa,  do  many  of  your  members  own  this  now?  [Holds  up 
Intra  TEC-9  firearm.] 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  don't  ask  our  members  what 
kind  of  firearms  they  own. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  What  do  you  think?  You  know  your  members  pret- 
ty well. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  There  are  3.3  million  of  them. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  And  another  60  million  who  follow  what  they  say. 
They  are  missed  by  the  polls.  Do  many  of  your  members  own  this? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Probably,  quite  a  few. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Quite  a  few  own  a  TEC-9.  What  do  they  use  it 
for? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Self-defense. 

Mr.  Schumer.  They  don't  put  it  in  their  purse,  I  would  think. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  It  is  a  little  too  big  to  fit  in  my  purse. 

Mr.  Schumer.  So  you  think  that  your  members — they  don't  use 
it  for  hunting,  I  presume. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Unless  it  is  illegal  to  do  so  according  to  State  stat- 
utes. 

Mr.  Schumer.  Do  you  think  many  of  your  members  use  this  for 
hunting? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Some  probably  do. 

Mr.  Schumer.  Some  use  a  TEC-9? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Why  not? 

Mr.  Schumer.  It  is  a  terrible  hunting  gun.  If  the  sport  of  hunting 
is  killing  the  animal  not  just  spraying  bullets  all  around.  You  know 
more  about  guns  than  I  do  and  you  are  an  intelligent  person.  You 
know  that  not  many  people  use  this  for  hunting;  isn't  that  true? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  gun  is  fired  the  same  way  as 
any  other  semiautomatic  firearm.  It  is  fired  one  bullet  at  a  time 
with  one  pull  of  the  trigger.  It  does  not  spray  bullets.  You  may  re- 
lease the  trigger  and  then  fire  another  round. 

Mr.  Schumer.  That  is  correct,  but  do  you  know  what  this  weap- 
on was  designed  for? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Self-defense. 

Mr.  Schumer.  No,  it  was  not.  It  is  an  assault  weapon.  It  was  de- 
signed to  kill  people  when  you  are  on  the  offense.  In  fact,  if  you 
talk  to  firearms  experts,  the  weapons  on  that  table  and  this  weap- 
on are  awful  weapons  for  self-defense.  They  are  not  accurate.  You 
know  that.  They  spray-shoot.  You  know  that. 

So,  in  other  words,  you  would  oppose  banning — let  us  say,  that 
we  could  find  that  maybe  1,000  of  your  members  had  this  weapon, 
but  10,000  or  1  million  gang  members  had  this.  You  still  would  op- 
pose banning  just  this  weapon?  Say  there  was  a  bill  just  to  ban  this 
weapon,  the  TEC-9. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Yes,  sir,  I  would  oppose  any  ban  to  ban  any  fire- 
arm because  the  minute  you  start  to  describe  a  firearm  by  its  cos- 
metic  
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  How  about  machineguns?  You  would  oppose  a  ban 
on  machineguns?  I  am  giving  you,  for  the  moment,  the  ability  to 
make  the  law.  Would  you  ban  machineguns? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  a  quarter  of  a  million  own  fully  automatic  fire- 
arms under  the  National  Firearms  Act. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  You  are  not  answering  my  question. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  They  are  law-abiding  citizens. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Machineguns,  50  millimeter  machineguns,  the 
kind  that  Koresh  had.  Would  you  ban  them? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  As  long  as  honest,  law-abiding  citizens  are  no 
threat  to  you  or  to  me,  why  should  we  ban  guns? 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Including  machineguns.  How  about  bazookas? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  That  is  not  a  small  arm,  sir. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  So  you  would  be  for  banning  bazookas.  I  am  try- 
ing to  figure  out.  You  wanted  to  try  to  persuade  me  and  under- 
stand your  logic.  I  am  trying  to  figure  it  out.  I  can  understand  cer- 
tain arguments  the  NRA  makes.  I  can  even  understand  the  argu- 
ment that  Mr.  Murphy  makes. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  When  I  am  finished  I  will.  But  I  am  trying  to  un- 
derstand your  position.  Would  you,  if  you  could,  pass  the  law,  if 
you  were  the  whole  Congress  and  the  President,  would  you  ban  ba- 
zookas? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  I  would  ban  criminals,  sir. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  I  know  that.  We  would  all  try  to  do  that.  You  can- 
not write  a  law  to  ban  criminals  but  would  you  ban  bazookas? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Mr.  Chairman,  banning  a  piece  of  metal  with 
characteristics  doesn't  answer  the  question  of  the  criminal  misuse. 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  So  you  would  not  ban  bazookas;  is  that  correct? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  They  are  already  banned. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  I  know,  but  you  would  not  ban  them.  The  NRA's 
position  would  not  be  to  ban  them. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  The  NRA's  position  is  that  it  is  already  against 
the  law. 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  Do  you  support  that  law? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  We  support  all  laws.  Our  members  support  all  the 
laws,  even  though  some  are  ill-conceived. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  little  bit  about  some- 
thing not  quite  related  to  this,  but  this  ad,  which  I  thank  you  for. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  You  are  welcome. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  There  was  a  part  of  it  that  bothered  me  very 
much.  It  didn't  have  to  do  with  me.  Let  me  read  you  the  part  that 
really  bothered  me  and  maybe  we  can  at  least  come  to  some  agree- 
ment here.  "And  squander  all  those  tax  dollars  on  programs  like 
diversion  training,  money  to  increase  the  self-esteem  of  young 
criminals,  and  to  pay  for  night  basketball  leagues." 

OK?  WTiat  you  are  saying  in  this  ad  is  that  night  basketball 
leagues  coddle  young  criminals.  Is  that  what  you  meant  to  say?  I 
mean,  the  night  basketball  leagues  are  not  in  prison.  You  know 
that. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  I  understand  that,  sir. 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  And  you  are  against  those? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Let  me  tell  you  about  one  study  on  midnight  bas- 
ketball programs. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  I  don't  want  to  know  whether  you  think  they  work 
or  not.  Why  did  you  say  they  are  aimed  at  criminals? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Well,  according  to  Houston 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Are  you  saying  that  every  kid  in  the  inner 
city 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Can  you  let  her  answer  the  question? 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  Wait,  I  didn't  get  an  answer  on  the  bazooka  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  That  is  because  you  would  not  let  her  an- 
swer. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  No,  no,  she  didn't  give  me  a  yes  or  no  answer, 
Jim,  and  that  is  apparent  from  the  record.  She  didn't  want  to  an- 
swer it;  not  that  I  wouldn't  let  her. 

Why  do  you  say  that  night  basketball  was  aimed  at  criminals? 
What  I  read  into  that  was  you  were  making  the  assumption  that 
every  kid  in  the  inner  city  was  a  criminal.  And  that  bothered  me. 
And  I  am  telling  you  that  from  my  heart.  It  really  did.  Because  I 
believe  in  many  of  the  tough  punishment  things  that  you  do.  But 
I  also  believe  that  we  have  to  spend  some  money  to  try  and  take 
kids  who  might  go  in  one  direction  or  another,  kids  that  didn't  have 
the  same  advantages  that  you  or  I  might  have  had — and  I  don't 
know  your  background — and  try  to  help  them.  Why  is  that  aimed 
at  criminals? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  It  is  a  diversion  of  resources  from  the  truly — could 
I  answer  the  question  please? — it  is  a  diversion  of  resources  at  a 
cost  of  $112  a  day  per  participant  according  to  what  happens  in 
Chicago. 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  We  didn't  draft  the  bill  the  same  way  they  did  in 
Chicago. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  The  cost  of  the  only  study  on  midnight  basketball 
programs  said  that  it  cost,  for  160  participants,  $112  dollars  a  day 
for  the  league  per  participant.  This  is  a  resource  that  could  be  bet- 
ter spent  at  putting  criminals  in  jail,  building  the  cells  necessary 
to  put  them  there.  And  that  is  the  point  of  that  advertisement. 

Mr.  ScHUMER.  Ms.  Metaksa,  that  is  a  policy  question.  I  think 
people  of  goodwill  can  dispute  that  one  way  or  the  other  and  in  the 
conference  committee  we  are  going  to,  as  we  did  on  the  floor  of  the 
House.  I  don't  object  to  you  on  that.  I  object  when  you  say  that  the 
program  is  aimed  at  coddling  criminals.  Do  you  understand  my 
point  here? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Your  point  is  that  in  Houston  the  midnight  bas- 
ketball league  has  hardcore  youth.  They  are  not  high  school  kids. 
They  are  17  to  25 

Mr.  Schumer.  Let  me  interrupt  you.  I  didn't  talk  about  the 
Houston  program.  What  you  were  attacking  me  for  was  the  pro- 
gram in  the  crime  bill.  That  was  not  aimed  at  hardcore  anybody. 
It  was  aimed  at  kids.  I  played  basketball  in  a  night  center  when 
I  was  a  kid.  It  didn't  go  to  midnight;  it  went  to  10:30.  I  spent  just 
about  every  night  I  had  there.  It  helped  me.  What  is  wrong  with 
that? 

My  question  is,  why  did  you  call  every  person  that  it  was  aimed 
at  a  criminal?  It  struck  me  as  there  might  be  some  racism  or  big- 
oted thoughts  back  there,  because  this  program  was  aimed  at  any 
kid — they  didn't  have  to  have  the  slightist  criminal  record,  but  they 
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wanted  a  chance  because  there  were  no  schools  open  in  their  £U%a. 
Was  that  a  mistake? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  No,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  explain  why  we  talked 
about  midnight  basketball. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  That  is  not  what  I  was  asking,  but  you  may  an- 
swer the  question  as  you  see  fit.  I  was  not  asking  why  you  were 
against  midnight  basketball.  I  was  asking  why  you  called  the  peo- 
ple, who  it  was  aimed  at,  criminals. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  No,  we  were  talking  about  it  in  the  context  of  a 
crime  bill  which  is  supposed  to  have  some  reasoning  to  stop  crime. 
We  were  talking  about  the  resources  aimed  at  putting  people  in  jail 
and  building  the  prisons  to  hold  them.  And  we  thought  that  it  was 
a  much  better  allocation  of  resources  than  midnight  basketball. 

Mr.  Schumer.  I  understand  that.  Now,  let  me  ask  you  this.  This 
crime  bill  that  you  attack  with  my  picture  here,  do  you  know  who 
the  lead  sponsor  of  this  crime  bill  is? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  You  are,  sir. 

Mr.  Schumer.  No.  Let  me  tell  you  who  it  is.  You  don't  know 
after  you  spent  all  this  money  putting  out  an  ad?  Jack  Brooks. 
Every  single  thing — because  you  don't  mention  guns  in  this  ad — 
every  single  thing  that  you  talked  about  that  is  in  this  crime  bill, 
was  sponsored  by  Mr.  Brooks,  cosponsored  by  Mr.  Schumer. 

Can  I  ask  you  a  question?  Why — I  mean,  I  don't  know  if  you 
would  be  doing  him  any  favors  the  way  you  did  me.  Why  don't  you 
have  Brooks'  picture  here? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Because,  Mr.  Schumer,  there  was  a  proposal  to 
put  more  money  for  prisons  at  the  subcommittee  level,  at  the  full 
committee  level,  and  it  was  defeated. 

Mr.  Schumer.  Who  voted  against  it? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  You  did. 

Mr.  Schumer.  And  who  else? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Others. 

Mr.  Schumer.  Mr.  Brooks. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  It  passed  the  full  House  by  377  to  50,  did  it  not? 
And  you  even  voted  for  it. 

Mr.  Schumer.  Yes,  of  course,  I  voted  for  it.  I  have  stood  for  in- 
creasing prisons.  But  you  really  aimed  this  ad  at  me  because  of 
something  not  in  the  ad  at  all,  which  is  my  views  on  guns,  my 
views  that  these  types  of  weapons  should  be  abandoned,  not  those 
positions,  or  you  would  have  criticized  everybody  else,  including 
people  who  might  agree  with  you  on  guns. 

So  I  think  it  was  not  the  most  honorable  of  ads,  that  is  all  I 
would  say. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  It  accomplished  its  purposes. 

Mr.  Schumer.  It  did  for  my  purpose,  too. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  It  got  another  $10  billion  in  the  crime  bill  for 
building  prisons.  And  that  was  the  purpose  of  that  ad. 

Mr.  Schumer.  I  have  to  tell  you  in  all  due  deference,  that  the 
Chapman  amendment,  which  passed,  was  agreed  to  by  Mr. 
Hughes,  Mr.  Brooks,  and  myself,  before  your  ad  ever  came  out. 
Your  ad  had  nothing,  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  I  beg  to  differ  with  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  You  may.  Mr.  Sensenbrenner  has  to  catch  a  plane. 
I  have  more  questions,  but  in  deference  to  him,  I  will  let  him  ask 
a  question.  I  will  come  back  later. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  First  of  all,  let  me  say  that  the  social  wel- 
fare programs  in  the  crime  bill  were  the  brain  child  of  some  on  this 
subcommittee.  That  includes  the  midnight  basketball  and  the 
grants  to  increase  self-esteem  of  young  criminals.  I  guess  what  puz- 
zled me  is  why  Congress  is  funding  midnight  basketball  leagues  at 
the  same  time  the  D.C.  City  Council  is  talking  about  putting  a  cur- 
few on  young  people  to  get  them  home  and  in  bed  and  hopefully 
studying  so  that  they  can  stay  in  school  rather  than  being  off  in 
the  gym  playing  basketball.  But  my  purpose  for  asking  you  some 
questions,  Ms.  Metaksa,  was  not  to  debate  the  merits  or  lack  of 
merits  or  priorities  of  midnight  basketball. 

I  would  like  your  explanation,  to  make  it  absolutely  clear,  on 
what  is  the  difference  between  the  Clinton  shotgun,  which  the 
President  used  when  he  went  duck  hunting  last  December,  and  the 
Schumer  shotgun  down  here  that  would  be  banned  in  this  bill.  In 
the  machinery  that  puts  the  round  in  the  chamber  and  the  machin- 
ery that  is  used  to  fire  the  round,  what  is  the  difference? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Mr.  Sensenbrenner,  the  difference  is  in  the  ex- 
tended pistol  grip,  which  I  believe  earlier  you  showed  this  commit- 
tee what  it  looks  like,  absent  the  rest  of  the  firearm.  It  has  a  maga- 
zine with  four  more  rounds,  but  the  action  and  the  operation  of 
that  firearm  is  identical. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  So  there  is  no  difference  in  the  action  and 
operation  of  the  way  the  rounds  are  fired  or  what  some  would  al- 
lege is  the  way  they  are  sprayed  when  the  trigger  is  pulled  several 
times.  There  is  no  difference  in  that  at  all,  between  this  one  which 
the  President  used,  which  is  legal  for  hunting  in  Maryland,  and 
this  one  which  would  be  outlawed  under  this  proposed  legislation. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  That  is  correct,  Congressman. 

Mr.  Sensenbrenner.  Thank  you  very  much.  I  think  that  proved 
my  point.  I  have  no  further  questions. 

Mr.  Schumer.  We  will  go — do  you  want  to  say  something,  Dr. 
Gratia. 

Ms.  Gratia.  Yes,  you  folks  have  mentioned  gangs  a  couple  of 
times  and  I  thought  you  all  might  find  this  interesting.  About  1 
month  ago  I  was  in  Kansas  speaking  and  they  also  had  a  couple 
of  gang  members  there,  died-in-the-wool,  tattoo-wearing  gang  mem- 
bers. It  had  nothing  to  do  with  gun  control,  but  someone  asked  one 
of  the  gang  members  how  do  you  feel  about  gun  control? 

He  laughed  and  he  said,  and  I  quote,  he  said,  "honey,  you  can 
make  any  laws  about  guns  you  want,  the  fact  is,  it  doesn't  make 
them  any  tougher  to  get.  It  only  makes  them  more  expensive  to  get 
and  that  means  I  have  to  go  down  the  road  to  rob  you  to  get  the 
money  to  get  it."  It  amazed  me  that  a  21-year-old  street  kid  could 
see  something  so  clearly  and  so  many  of  us  just  don't  get  that  logic. 

Mr.  Schumer.  I  guess  we  see  things  different  ways.  Dr.  Gratia. 

Mr.  Reynolds. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

This  is  an  issue  that  never  ceases  to  amaze  me  at  how  simple, 
how  simple  those  who  oppose  banning  assault  weapons  try  to  make 
the  issue.  Us  against  them.  Good  people  that  live  in  good  neighbor- 
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hoods  against  the  folks  that  live  in  bad  neighborhoods.  The  crimi- 
nals against  the  law-abiding  citizen. 

Dr.  Gratia,  the  person  that  unfortunately — and  my  sympathies 
go  with  you — that  shot  your  parents,  where  did  they  get  that  gun? 

Ms.  Gratia.  He  bought  it  legally  in  Nevada.  He  had  two  guns. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Thank  you.  Ms.  Miller,  the  person  that  walked  in 
with  the  AK-47,  do  you  know — he  was  a  he?  Where  did  he  get  that 
gun? 

Ms.  Miller.  At  a  gun  store. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Was  it  bought  legally? 

Ms.  Miller.  Yes. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Doesn't  that  kind  of — doesn't  that  kind  of  explode 
the  myth  that  it  is  criminals  that  are  going  out  and  buying  these 
guns  and  that  law-abiding  citizens  would  not  have  these  kinds — 
would  only  be  hurt  if  the  ban  was  in  place? 

Ms.  Miller,  the  AK-47  was  tragically  a  part  of  what  happened  to 
you.  If  AK-47's  were  not  allowed  to  be  bought  by  that  individual, 
he  may  not  have  had  that  gun.  You  mentioned  Prozac.  He  was  de- 
ranged on  Prozac.  And  then  you  mentioned  that  we  have  to  get 
back  to  Christian  values  and  to  values  and  church  and  that  would 
solve  some  of  our  problems.  But  if  the  person  was  deranged  on 
drugs,  what  difference  did  that  person's  values  matter  in  this  de- 
bate? 

Ms.  Gratia.  Exactly.  And  that  is  why  he  would  have  gone  out 
and  gotten  any  other  weapon 

Mr.  Schumer.  Dr.  Gratia,  we  have  given  you  a  chance  every  time 
you  have  wished  to  say  something.  You  will  get  your  chance  again, 
but  he  addressed  the  question  to  Ms.  Miller. 

Mr.  Reynolds.   I  realize  that  you  don't  have  any  respect  at 

all 

Ms.  Gratia.  I  am  sorry.  I  thought  it  was  directed  at  both  of  us. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  realize  you  have  no  respect  at  all  for  people  sit- 
ting over  here.  But  some  of  us  actually  live  in  communities  and 
have  to  deal  with  this  and  I  am  trying  to  get  to  this. 

Now,  Ms.  Miller,  can  you  answer  my  question,  please? 

Ms.  Miller.  Which  one,  sir?  There  were  two  or  three  in  there. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  The  first  one  was  about  the  weapon.  You  an- 
swered that  question.  Do  you  have  any — does  it  tell  you  anything 
about  the  person  being  able  to  get  an  AK-47?  Has  it  crossed  your 
mind  that  if  the  person  was  not  able  to  get  the  AK-47,  your  situa- 
tion might  be  different? 

Ms.  Miller.  Oh,  sure,  you  know  hindsight  is  a  just  beautiful 
thing  when  it  comes  to  living  in  this  world.  But  the  fact  of  the  mat- 
ter is — which  I  mentioned  in  my  speech — if  he  hadn't  used  an  AK- 
47,  and  I  would  like  to  reiterate,  thank  God  he  did,  because  that 
allows  me  to  be  here  today  to  voice  my  opinion,  he  would  have  used 
another  weapon.  Sir,  his  first  weapon  of  choice  was  to  blow  up  the 
plant.  Now,  let  me  explain  that  to  you.  Standard  Graveure  covered 
half  a  city  block  connected  to  the  Courier  Journal  who  prints  our 
newspaper,  which  takes  up  the  rest  of  the  half  of  the  city  block. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Ms.  Miller. 

Ms.  Miller.  You  are  talking  tons  and  tons — let  me  finish,  sir. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Ms.  Miller,  I  would  like  you  to  address  the  ques- 
tion about  the  AK-47. 
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Ms.  Miller.  I  am  coming  to  that.  You  asked  me  a  question.  I  can 
only  answer  it  in  the  best  way  that  I  know  how,  which  is  that 
whole  city  block  was  full  of  printing  ink.  He  wanted  to  blow  the 
place  up.  It  would  have  wiped  out  the  whole  city  block  and  taken 
more  people  than  what  it  did.  Now,  am  I  supposed  to  wish  he  had 
blown  the  place  up  instead  of  using  an  AK-47?  Would  a  shotgun 
have  been  better?  Would  it  have  been  better  if  all  20  people  would 
have  died  with  the  shotgun  rather  than  him  using  that  awful,  ter- 
rible, AK-47? 

I  am  sorry.  I  don't  think  so. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Well,  the  fact  of  the  matter  is,  Ms.  Miller,  with 
all  due  respect 

Ms.  Miller.  And  he  only  did  it  because  of  Prozac. 

Mr,  Reynolds.  He  only  did  it  because  of  Prozac? 

Ms.  Miller.  He  did  what  he  did  because  of  Prozac.  It  pushed 
him  over  the  edge. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  My  last  question  is  then,  you  made  a  statement 
if  we  get  back  to  certain  values  then  that  will  help  resolve  these 
issues. 

Ms.  Miller.  I  feel  it  would  be  a  good  step. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  But  if  he  only  did  it  because  of  Prozac,  values 
didn't  matter.  He  was  strung  out  on  drugs. 

Ms.  Miller.  That  is  his  case.  What  about  other  cases?  You  can't 
blanket  this  case  and  make  one  thing  apply  to  every  single  cir- 
cumstance. My  circumstance  was  different  than  Suzie's. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  And  that  is  exactly  the  point. 

Ms.  Miller.  But  it  works  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  When  this  gentleman,  Mr.  Murphy,  protects  his 
home  with  a  weapon,  that  does  not  justify  having  these  weapons 
on  the  street  for  everybody  to  have. 

Ms.  Miller.  That  is  a  difference  of  opinion,  thank  you. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  It  is  all  our  opinion.  My  question  to  the  NRA: 
How  much  money  has  the  NRA  spent  in  the  inner  city,  being  like 
the  South  Side  of  Chicago  or  the  West  Side  of  Chicago,  on  gun  pre- 
vention programs,  on  training  programs,  on  neighborhood  Boy 
Scout  programs  and  the  better  use  of  firearms? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  I  can't  answer  that  question  for  you  but  I  would 
be  glad  to  get  it  to  you  and  answer  it  in  writing.  Because  I  don't 
know. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  The  record  will  remain  open  for  5  days. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Excuse  me? 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  The  record  will  remain  open  for  5  days  so  that  you 
can  get  it  in  writing  and  submit  it. 

[The  information  follows:] 


159 


VuiiailON    #2:        What  has  NRA  done  to  reach  out  to  inner-city  children,  etc., 
especially  in  the  Chicago  area? 


In  1988,  the  NRA  launched  the  Eddie  Eagle  Gun  Safety  Program  to 
teach  children  to  be  safe  around  firearms  in  the  absence  of  a 
responsible  adult.    Its  message  is  simple  and  straightforward:     If  you 
find  a  firearm,  STOP,  DON'T  TOUCH,   LEAVE  THE  AREA, 
TELL  AN  ADULT.    Using  up-to-date   teaching  materials  geared 
toward  today's  youth,  the  program  is  designed  for  grades  pre- 
kindergarten   though  six.  NRA  Second  Vice  President  Marion 
Hammer  received  the  National  Safety  Council's  coveted  award,  the 
Citation  for  Outstanding   Community  Service,  in  1993  for 
spearheading   the  program. 

The  program,  available  in  English  and  Spanish,  has  been  taught  in 
all  50  states,  Canada  and  Puerto  Rico.    Statewide  success  was 
achieved  when  the  Wyoming  Department    of  Education   approved 
usage  in  its  elementary   schools  this  year.    Examples  of  urban  areas 
where  the  program  has  been  used  include  the  Wayne  County 
Sheriff's  Depanment    and  the  Detroit  Police  Depjuimeut    in 
Michigan,  reaching  129,000  children;  the  entire  school  district  in 
Wichita,  KS,  26,470  children;  and  59  of  the  67  counties  in  Florida. 
The  Texas,  Florida,  and  Georgia  legislatures  have  passed 
Resolutions   supporting  the  use  of  the  program. 

During  the  first  four  months  of  1994,  the  program  produced  an 
astounding  statistic:    857,494  children  were  reached  by  the  program 
bringing  the  total  number  of  children  reached  to  5.2  million  to  date. 
As  of  April  26,  1994,  our  records  indicate  the  following  have 
ordered  the  program  in  Chicago:    18  schools,  6  law  enforcement 
agencies,  13  individuals  and  one  civic  group.    Seventeen  program 
samples  were  mailed  to  interested  parties.    The  American  Legion 
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and  American  Legion  Auxiliary  have  joined  forces  with  the  NRA  to 
reach  into  the  schools.    In  March  1994,  NRA  staff  conducted  a 
seminar  for  200+  American  Legion  Auxiliary  members  across  the 
state  of  Illinois  on  how  to  promote  the  program. 

Our  efforts  in  Illinois  are  also  supported   by  the  Youth  Programs 
Department    of  the  NRA.    A  staff  member  will  attend  the  1994 
Illinois  Mid- Winter  Shooting  Sports  Regional   Workshop  to  present 
a  plaque  to  14-year-old  Michael  Douglas,  honoring  him  as  The 
American  Legion  National  Precision  Air  Rifle  Champion  for  1993. 
Mr.  Douglas  is  from  the  Chicago  suburbs  and  has  participated   in  his 
local  American  Legion  Shooting  Sports  Program. 

Finally,  despite  the  restrictive  local  laws  on  the  possession  and 
transportation    of  firearms  which  hinder  NRA's  efforts  to  teach 
responsible  firearms  use  in  the  Chicago  area,  we  are  continuing  our 
efforts  to  provide  opportimities    for  adults  to  learn  safe  and 
responsible  use  of  firearms.    NRA  currently  has  92  NRA  certified 
instructors  based  in  Chicago  who  have  trained  977  firearms  safety 
and  proficiency  program  participants   since  January  1,  1994, 
projecting  to  approximately  3,000  trainees  this  year. 
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Mr.  Reynolds.  Nine  months  ago  I  asked  the  NRA  the  same 
question  and  you  gave  me  exactly  the  same  answer.  The  NRA  did. 
You  know  why  that  is  the  case? 
Ms.  Metaksa.  Yes,  sir,  I  don't. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  know.  Because  you  are  not  spending  any  money 
at  all  in  Chicago. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  We  have  tried.  Congressman,  we  have  tried  very 
diligently  to  get  our  Eddie  Eagle  Safety  Program  into  schools  in 
Chicago.  Your  schools  don't  want  to  take  it.  We  have  spent  lots  of 
money  all  over  this  country  with  our  Eddie  Eagle  Program  that 
teaches  schoolchildren  a  very  simple  message:  Stop.  Don't  touch. 
Leave  the  area.  Tell  an  adult  if  you  see  a  firearm.  It  teaches  kids 
that  guns  are  not  toys  and  that  once  you  use  a  firearm,  it  doesn't 
look  like  television. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Is  there  something  particular  about  Chicago  that 
is  why  you  can't  get  it  in? 
Ms.  Metaksa.  Would  you  help  me? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Is  there  something  particular  about  Chicago  that 
you  can't  get  the  program  in?  You  say  that  you  have  tried  dili- 
gently. 
Ms.  Metaksa.  School  board,  politicians. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  What  about  Olympia  Fields,  IL?  That  is  in  my 
district.  Have  you  tried  there? 
Ms.  Metaksa.  I  don't  know  that,  sir. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  What  about  Homewood,  Harvey,  Markham,  Riv- 
erdale,  Chicago  Heights,  Madison? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Mr.  Reynolds,  I  would  be  glad  to  go  with  you  to 
all  those  schools  and  work  to  get  that  program  in  those  schools. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  OK.  Last,  can  you  give  me  1980,  1982,  1984, 
1986,  or  1988,  any  of  those  years,  that  the  NRA  pushed  strongly 
to  get  crime  legislation  passed  in  Congress,  and  specifically  the 
measures  that  you  worked  on?  Especially  starting  in  1980. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Sir,  I  was  not  working  for  the  NRA  in  1980  and 
1982  and  1984  or  1988,  so  I  would  have  to  go  look  it  up  and  let 
you  know. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  So  if  someone  were  to  suggest  that — Mr.  Gar- 
diner, can  you  give  me  something  in  1980  that  was  specifically 
pushed  by  the  NRA  as  it  relates  to  crime? 

Mr.  Gardiner.  I  can  give  you  for  1986, 1  was  not 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  said  1980,  sir. 

Mr.  Gardiner.  I  wasn't,  unfortunately,  in  a  position  to  be  in- 
volved with  that  kind  of  thing  at  that  point.  I  can  give  you  1986. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  That  is  not  answering  my 

Mr.  Gardiner.  We  supported  the  bill  making  it  a  mandatory 
minimum  of  15  years  for  a  criminal  to  use  a  gun. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Sir,  sir,  let  me  finish.  If  someone  would  suggest 
that  the  NRA  has  only  come  upon  this  issue  of  crime  as  of  late,  as 
a  convenient  way  of  trying  to  have  a  better  strategy  in  blocking  leg- 
islation that  will  ban  these  dangerous  weapons,  do  you  think  they 
would  have  any  basis  for  suggesting  that? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Mr.  Reynolds,  the  NRA  has  been  active  at  a  State 
level  in  pushing  minimum  mandatory  sentences  since  the  1970's 
when  I  became  involved  with  them  at  the  State  level.  There  have 
been  all  over  this  country  State  legislatures  which  have  passed 
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minimum  mandatory  sentences  for  the  use  of  a  firearm  in  the  com- 
mission of  a  crime.  And  let  me  finish,  sir. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Madam,  I  thought  you  were  finished. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  I  am  sorry.  I  was  gathering  my  thoughts.  The  lack 
of  enforcement  of  such  laws  is  appalling.  The  first  charge  that  is 
plea  bargained  away,  time  after  time  after  time,  is  a  minimum 
mandatory  sentence  for  the  use  of  a  crime — use  of  a  gun  in  the 
commission  of  a  crime. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Schumer.  Will  the  gentleman  yield?  I  just  want  to  tell  you 
for  the  record  that  since  I  have  been  chairman  of  the  Crime  Sub- 
committee, not  once  has  the  NRA  come  into  my  office  and  lobbied 
on  any  of  the  things  they  seek  to  profess.  Forgetting  guns  for  the 
moment,  but  the  other  things,  some  of  which  we  would  agree  on 
and  some  of  which  we  would  disagree  on.  But  I  am  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee.  Evidently  I  created  this  whole  crime  bill.  But  not 
once — the  first  time  I  was  lobbied  by  the  NRA  was  in  this  ad. 

So  the  idea  that  they  really  care  about  all  this  stuff  at  least 
strikes  me  as  somewhat  befuddling,  because  they  never  come  and 
lobby  me  and  they  never  come  and  lobby  most  Members  of  Con- 
gress, because  I  have  asked.  Up  and  down  the  line,  I  have  asked 
some  of  the  people  who  are  your  supporters  and  some  of  the  people 
who  are  your  opponents:  Have  they  ever  come  and  pushed  any 
other  legislation  other  than  gun  legislation?  And  they  say  "no."  It 
is  an  ad  campaign,  but  it  is  not  much  else;  at  least  at  this  point. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  You  made  a  state- 
ment. I  would  like  a  correction  if  it  was  false.  You  said  that  you 
don't  ever — the  question  was  do  you  support — ^you  said  you  support 
all  laws  in  response  to  something  Mr.  Schumer  said.  Do  you  ever 
try  to  change  a  law  that  you  don't  like? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  Of  course. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  So  you  don't  support  all  laws? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  But  we  obey  them. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  All  right. 

Do  you  know  last  year  how  much  the  NRA  spent  on  opposition 
research  against  opponents  of  the  NRA? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Would  it  be  $100,000? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  I  have  no  clue. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Would  it  be  $1  million? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Could  it  be  $1  million?  Could  it  be  $1  million? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  It  is  very  simple.  Opposition  research  is  done  by 
looking  at  the  Congressional  Record  and  how  people  vote. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  didn't  ask  you  how  it  was  done. 

Ms.  Metaksa.  That  doesn't  take  very  much  money.  It  means  a 
subscription  to  the  Congressional  Record. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Money  was  spent.  Can  you  give  this  committee, 
if  you  don't  mind,  in  writing,  how  much  money  you  spent  last  year 
on  opposition  research? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  I  will  give  you  the  cost  of  a  subscription  to  the 
Congressional  Record. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  It  will  be  before  9  months  have  passed. 
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Ms.  Metaksa.  You  will  have  it  tomorrow.  I  have  to  look  it  up. 
I  don't  know  what  it  is. 
[The  information  follows:] 

Question  I.  How  much  money  does  NRA  spend  on  opposition  research? 

NRA's  opposition  research  consists  of  examining  the  voting  records  of  Members 
of  Congress  on  issues  of  importance  to  its  membership.  This  information  is  provided 
by  the  Congressional  Record  which  costs  NRA  $225  for  an  annual  subscription. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  And  the  other  information  about  how  much  you 
spent  for  prevention  programs,  will  I  have  that  tomorrow  as  well? 

Ms.  Metaksa.  That  will  take  a  little  longer.  I  will  have  it  within 
the  5  days,  though. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  very  much.  Mr.  Reynolds  and  I  want 
to  thank  this  panel.  Obviously,  some  of  us  disagree  with  you,  but 
we  all  appreciate  your  coming  here.  Your  testimony  will  be  seen 
and  read.  It  didn't  persuade  me,  but  maybe  it  will  persuade  some 
people. 

Ms.  Miller.  Chairman  Schumer,  I  forgot  to  state  before  I  read 
my  speech  that  I  am  not  a  member  of  any  gun  organization.  I  am 
here  strictly  as  a  private  citizen.  And  I  forgot  to  answer  something 
that  Mr.  Reynolds  had  made  a  comment  about  when  he  was  asking 
me  questions.  I  am  not  now,  nor  have  I  ever  been,  a  racist  and  I 
would  just  like  to  clear  that  up  for  the  record. 

Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Schumer.  The  record  will  show  that. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  didn't  ask  anybody  if  they  were  a  racist,  did  I, 
Mr.  Schumer? 

Mr.  Schumer.  I  don't  recall  it.  But  if  she  wants  to  state  it  for 
the  record 

Ms.  Miller.  Well,  I  do. 

Mr.  Schumer  [continuing].  That  is  her  prerogative. 

I  want  to  thank  the  panel  for  being  here  today  and  now  we  will 
call  up  our  fourth  panel. 

We  have  to  thank  our  fourth  panel  for  their  patience.  These 
hearings  are  about  weighty  and  contentious  issues,  and  they  take 
a  little  longer  than  we  expect. 

The  next  panelists  are  representatives  of  law  enforcement  all 
over  the  country,  the  men  and  women  on  the  frontlines.  These  are 
the  cops  who  have  to  face  these  killing  machines  on  the  streets 
every  day,  and  they  will  tell  us  why  every  major  law  enforcement 
group  in  the  country  endorses  a  ban  on  assault  weapons.  They  will 
explain  why  this  is  not  a  question  of  theory  to  the  members  they 
represent. 

Our  first  panelist  is  Chief  Sylvester  Daughtry,  chief  of  police  in 
Greensboro,  NC.  He  has  had  over  25  years  law  enforcement  experi- 
ence. He  is  testifying  here  as  the  president  of  the  International  As- 
sociation of  Chiefs  of  Police. 

Welcome,  Chief  Daughtry. 

Our  next  panelist  is  John  Pitta,  executive  vice  president  of  the 
Federal  Law  Enforcement  Officers  Association.  He  is  a  senior  agent 
with  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  in  my  neck  of 
the  woods.  We  have  known  him  for  a  very  long  time  and  respect 
all  the  good  work  that  he  has  done.  He  is  here  today  in  his  capacity 
with  the  Federal  Law  Enforcement  Officers  Association. 
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And  final  panelist  is  Tony  Loizzo.  He  is  testifying  today  as  execu- 
tive vice  president  of  NAPO,  the  National  Association  of  Police  Or- 
ganizations, well  known  with  hundreds  of  thousands  of  members 
throughout  the  country.  He  has  over  21  years  experience  with  the 
Metro  Dade  Police  Department  in  Miami. 

We  welcome  all  three  of  you.  Your  entire  statements  will  be  read 
into  the  record. 

Chief  Daughtry,  you  may  begin. 

STATEMENT  OF  SYLVESTER  DAUGHTRY,  JR.,  CHIEF  OF  PO- 
LICE, GREENSBORO,  NC,  AND  PRESIDENT,  INTERNATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION  OF  CHIEFS  OF  POLICE 

Mr.  Daughtry.  Thank  you.  Chairman  Schumer,  distinguished 
committee  members,  ladies  and  gentlemen.  Both  personally  as  po- 
lice chief  in  Greensboro,  NC,  and  as  president  of  the  International 
Association  of  Chiefs  of  Police,  I  have  come  today  to  testify  in 
strong  support  of  H.R.  3527. 

As  you  know,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  lACP  is  the  Nation's  oldest  law 
enforcement  organization  and  last  year  celebrated  its  100th  anni- 
versary. It  has  been  dedicated  since  its  inception  to  advancing  the 
science  of  police  services  so  that  law  enforcement  agencies  may  pro- 
vide as  best  as  possible  for  the  public  safety  needs  of  their  commu- 
nities. 

Clearly,  the  nature  of  Federal  law  in  the  arena  of  public  safety 
has  a  tremendous  impact  on  our  ability  as  police  departments  to 
meet  those  public  safety  needs.  In  this  light,  the  lACP  has  been, 
in  recent  years,  significantly  increasing  the  resources  it  allocates  to 
working  in  Congress  in  support  of  proper  legislation  to  help  us  in 
our  area.  We  are  very  pleased,  therefore,  to  have  this  opportunity 
to  provide  testimony  for  the  committee  today  on  the  issue  of  as- 
sault weapons  and  we  thank  you  for  holding  this  hearing. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  theme  of  my  remarks  today  is  in  many  ways 
identical  to  that  of  testimony  offered  by  lACP  on  the  assault  weap- 
ons issue  in  August  of  last  year  before  the  Senate  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. Indeed,  the  reason  we  can  repeat  and  want  to  repeat  last 
year's  message  is  precisely  because  the  problem  of  assault  weapons 
is  alive  today  as  last  year,  if  not  more  so. 

Since  our  testimony  last  year,  the  Senate  has  acted  to  ban  as- 
sault weapons.  It  is  time  for  the  House  to  act.  The  lACP,  Mr. 
Chairman,  through  resolution  adopted  by  vote  of  its  full  member- 
ship, has  been  on  record  in  support  of  a  ban  on  assault  weapons 
since  as  early  as  1989. 

Confident  that  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  will 
be  providing  the  subcommittee  with  statistics  demonstrating  the 
clear  link  of  assault  weapons  to  crime,  my  comments  in  this  testi- 
mony are  intended  to  address  arguments  against  the  ban  and  at 
the  same  time  offer  reasons  for  a  ban. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  public  safety  case  for  Congress  to  pass  restric- 
tive assessment  weapons  legislation  is  straightforward,  simple, 
clear,  and  compelling — as  it  was  last  year. 

First,  let  us  dispel  the  myths  and  fallacies.  The  first  fallacy  is 
that  an  assault  weapon  ban  will  violate  second  amendment  rights. 
The  second  fallacy  is  that  even  with  an  assault  weapon  ban  in 
place,  that  criminals  will  still  somehow  manage  to  get  their  hands 
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on  these  weapons.  The  third  fallacy  is  that  gun  control  laws  do  not 
work  because  States  and  localities  with  stiff  gun  control  laws  still 
suffer  increases  in  gun  violence.  These  are  dangerous  and  distort- 
ing myths. 

The  lACP  does  not  object  to  the  private  possession  of  firearms  by 
citizens  in  this  country,  understanding  that  this  is  a  legitimate, 
constitutionally  protected  right.  It  does  not,  however,  view  that 
right  as  extending  to  any  type  of  firearm  whatsoever.  Certain  fire- 
arms, such  as  assault  weapons,  do  not  belong  in  civilian  hands. 

The  second  myth  so  often  used  by  opponents  to  gun  control  legis- 
lation in  Congress,  operates  on  a  simplistic  dichotomy  that  we  in 
law  enforcement  cannot  use  in  conducting  our  business.  Individuals 
are  not  born  law-abiding  citizens  or  criminals.  A  law-abiding  citi- 
zen becomes  a  criminal  when  he  or  she  commits  a  crime.  The  point 
here,  Mr.  Chairman,  so  often  overlooked,  is  that  ensuring  public 
safety  does  not  involve  simply  monitoring  a  specific  segment  of  the 
population.  It  means  looking  after  everyone.  To  suggest  that  every 
law-abiding  citizen  with  an  assault  weapon  will  never  become  a 
criminal  is  a  pillow  of  fiction  we  cannot  lay  our  head  on. 

We  often  see  events  which  legitimate  the  concern  of  ours  that  in- 
dividuals whom  we  in  law  enforcement  have  not  identified  as  felons 
can  still  become  so  at  any  minute.  On  January  25  of  last  year,  just 
outside  the  District  of  Columbia  in  Langley,  VA,  an  individual  with 
no  criminal  record  went  on  a  shooting  spree  outside  the  CIA  head- 
quarters, killing  two  and  wounding  three.  On  the  other  side  of  the 
country,  on  July  1  of  last  year,  another  individual  with  no  criminal 
record  entered  a  San  Francisco  law  firm  with  over  450  rounds  of 
ammunition,  eventually  killing  8  and  seriously  wounding  6.  With 
these  examples,  the  argument  by  gun  control  opponents  that  we 
will  be  restricting  the  rights  of  law-abiding  citizens  rings  very  hol- 
low. As  we  have  said,  we  in  law  enforcement  cannot  make  such  a 
simplistic  and  dreamy  distinction. 

Regarding  the  third  fallacy,  the  reason  there  is  no  decrease  in 
gun-related  mayhem  as  a  result  of  stringent  State  and  local  gun 
control  laws  is  that  guns  are  easily  purchased  in  less  stringent  lo- 
cations and  brought  into  these  stricter  areas.  As  you  can  imagine, 
chiefs  do  not  have  a  border  patrol  which  allows  us  to  prevent  fire- 
arms purchased  elsewhere  from  entering  and  being  used  in  our  ju- 
risdictions. This  is  one  of  the  logical  reasons  why  the  lACP  sup- 
ports Federal  legislation  in  the  area  of  gun  control.  Gun  control 
will  work  only  if  all  the  States  are  required  to  observe  it. 

Opponents  of  legitimate  gun  control  legislation  are  losing  popular 
support  around  the  country  as  more  and  more  citizens  become  re- 
solved that  we  must  do  something  about  this  gun  madness.  The 
State  of  Connecticut,  in  large  part  due  to  the  voice  of  local  chiefs 
like  lACP  member  Edmund  Mosca  of  Old  Saybrook,  passed  com- 
prehensive assault  weapons  restrictions.  The  legislature  did  this  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  two  major  gun  manufacturers  are  based  in  the 
State  of  Connecticut. 

The  victory  in  Connecticut  was  particularly  important  because 
local  chiefs  in  even  small  Connecticut  towns  made  clear  that  this 
is  an  issue  for  all  of  us  in  the  country.  The  gun  menace  is  not  ex- 
clusively a  big  city  problem.  It  has  shown  itself  in  the  local  fast 
food  restaurant,  the  local  post  office,  and  most  tragically,  in  our 
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local  schools.  Even  in  the  conservative  State  of  Virginia,  the  gun 
control  opponents  could  not  stop  the  State  legislature  from  passing 
new  reasonable  laws  regarding  gun  purchases. 

The  people  of  this  country  want  gun  control,  and  it  is  time  for 
Congress  to  show  the  same  courage  that  members  of  State  legisla- 
tures have  shown. 

In  this  light,  the  lACP  would  like  to  stress  again  at  this  time  our 
support  for  the  most  comprehensive  and  ultimately  effective  legis- 
lation the  Congress  can  pass  to  stem  the  assault  weapons  menace. 
H.R.  3527  is  that  bill.  This  kind  of  legislation  is  desperately  needed 
if  we  are  to  have  any  success  in  stemming  the  rising  trend  of  vio- 
lence in  the  United  States. 

I  have  referred  to  two  horrific  cases  involving  a  single-incident 
shooting  where  many  individuals  were  killed  or  wounded.  I  also 
want  to  bring  to  your  attention  the  August  2,  1993,  Time  magazine 
feature  story  on  the  growing  trend  among  our  Nation's  youth  to 
make  guns  a  critical  part  of  their  lives.  Time  eloquently  conveys  in 
this  feature  on  youth  of  Omaha,  NE,  that  children  even  in  the 
heartland  of  America  are  now  engaging  in  drive-by  shootings  that 
have  little  to  do  or  nothing  to  do  with  drugs.  Owning  a  high-pow- 
ered firearm  has  simply  become  a  part  of  the  maturation  process, 
in  their  minds. 

We,  in  law  enforcement,  are  absolutely  going  after  the  criminal 
element  and  we  continue  to  arrest  them,  but  the  proliferation  of  as- 
sault weapons  and  guns  in  general  is  making  the  crime  problems 
extend  far  beyond  what  we  define  as  the  criminal  element.  We 
need  to  tackle  what  is  unarguably  a  serious  gun  problem  in  this 
country. 

Indeed,  the  gun  problem  is  so  serious  and  so  omnipresent  that 
less  than  half  a  year  later.  Time  magazine  once  again  ran  a  special 
report  cover  story  on  gun  violence.  The  year  1993  ended  with  the 
shooting  incident  on  the  Long  Island  Rail  Road,  where  23  innocent 
people  were  shot,  5  of  them  fatally  by  a  deranged  man  wielding  a 
15-round  clip.  We  should  have  had  laws  in  place  even  at  that  time 
prohibiting  the  possession  of  clips  that  size.  Each  extra  round  is 
another  possible  death.  Time  magazine  appropriately  named  its 
cover  piece,  "Enough." 

We  in  law  enforcement  have  indeed  had  enough  with  trying  to 
fight  crime  when  individuals  can  legally  purchase  weaponry  of  such 
destructive  power.  H.R.  3527  is  a  bill  that  this  House  and  this  Con- 
gress must  pass. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  closing,  I  want  to  refer  to  the  August  2,  1993, 
issue  of  U.S.  News  &  World  Report,  with  its  cover  story  on  "Super 
Cops."  This  article  highlighted  the  innovative  and  broad-based  com- 
munity outreach  efforts  being  undertaken  by  police  chiefs  in  the 
Nation  today,  in  spite  of  serious  budgetary  pressures  faced  by  all 
police  departments.  The  article  specifically  mentioned  lACP  mem- 
bers Steve  Bishop,  chief  in  Kansas  City,  and  Willie  Williams,  chief 
in  Los  Angeles. 

I  bring  up  this  article  to  underscore  that  law  enforcement  in 
America  is  moving  aggressively  to  implement  more  and  more  inno- 
vative programs  to  keep  our  communities  safe.  We  cannot  do  it 
alone.  We  must  have  the  assistance  of  legislators  to  enact  laws 
which  assist  us  in  our  gun  control  and  crime  control  efforts.  Gun 
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control  must  be  Federal  in  order  to  work.  We  cannot  underscore 
enough  that  we  must  have  Federal  assistance  from  Congress  in  the 
nature  of  strong  and  comprehensive  gun  control  legislation.  An  as- 
sault weapons  ban  represents  basic  and  necessary  legislation  to 
help  us  in  those  overall  crime  control  efforts. 

Mr.  Chairman,  thank  you  again  for  inviting  the  lACP  to  testify 
on  behalf  of  a  comprehensive  assault  weapons  ban.  We  stand  ready 
to  work  with  you  to  see  this  t3rpe  of  legislation  enacted. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you,  Chief. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Mr.  Daughtry  follows:] 
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Chalxmas  aehuatr^  dlstlngulahad  ccamittat  ■•mbars,  ladlai  and 
gaatlanan.  Both  paraoaally  aa  polica  cblaf  in  Oraanibore,  north 
Caxoliaa  and  aa  praaidant  of  ttaa  ZBtaraatlonal  Aaaoelatioa  of 
Cbiafa  of  Polica,  I  hava  coma  today  to  tastify  in  strong  support  of 
H.R.  3527.  As  you  knov,  Mr.  Chairaan,  tbe  lacp  is  tha  natioa's 
oldaat  lav  aaforeaaaat  orgaaiiation  aad  last  yaar  aalabrat«4  its 
100th  aaaivarsaxy.  it  has  baan  dadioatad  siaoa  its  iaoaptioa  to 
adyaaalag  tha  aoiaaea  of  polios  sarvleas  so  that  law  aafereaaaBt 
agaaoias  may  provida  as  bast  as  possibla  for  tba  public  safaty 
aaada  of  tbaix  ooaaunitiaa. 

Claarly,  tha  natura  of  fadaral  law  la  tha  araaa  or  pubile 
aafaty  haa  a  tramaadeiia  iapaet  os  our  aalilty  aa  poilco  dapartsaats 
CO  aaat  taoaa  publio  aafaty  aaada.  la  thia  light,  tha  IXCP  haa 
baaa,  ia  raoaat  yaara/  aigaifieaatly  iaoraaaiag  tba  xasotixeas  it 
allooatas  to  working  ia  Ooagrass  ia  support  of  propar  lagislation 
to  halp  ua  ia  cnx  aia.  Wo  ara  Tary  plaasad,  thaxoforo,  to  hava 
thia  opportunity  to  provida  tastiaoay  for  tha  ooaaittaa  today  oa 
tha  iaaua  of  asiaait  vaapoaa  aad  wa  tbaok  you  ror  hoidiag  this 
aaariag. 

Mr.  Chaiznaa,  tha  thaaa  of  ay  raaarka  today  ia  ia  aaay  ways 
idaatioal  to  that  of  taatiaoay  offarad  by  lACP  oa  tha  aaaault 
waapoBs  iaaua  ia  August  of  last  yaar  before  tha  Oaaata  Judieiary 
Ooamittaa.  ladaad,  tha  raaaoa  wa  cam  rapaat  and  want  to  rapaat 
laat  yaar 'a  aaaaagaa  ia  pracisaly  baoausa  tha  problaa  of  aaaault 
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v«ftpoaa  is  ••  •livm  tod4iy  «•  last  yaar,  if  not  Bor«  so.  Biooo  our 
toatiaony  laat  yomr  tho  Sonato  haa  aetad  to  ban  asaault  waapona. 
It  ia  tiaa  Cor  tba  Houaa  to  aot.  THa  Zacp,  xr.  Cbainuui/  tbroufb 
raBolution  adopted  by  vote  its  full  naobers&ip,  has  b«eD  on  racord 
in  support  of  •  ban  on  asaault  weapons  since  as  early  as  1989. 

Confident  that  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
will  be  providing  the  suboosmittee  with  statistics  deaonstrating 
the  clear  link  of  assault  veepons  to  criae,  ny  couents  in  this 
testimony  are  intended  to  address  arcruaents  against  a  baa  and  at 
the  same  time  offer  reasons  for  a  ban.  Mr.  chairman,  tha  public 
safety  ease  for  Congress  to  pass  rastrietiva  assault  vaapona 
legialatlon  is  straightforward,  alapla,  elaar,  and  ooapallitig  —  as 
it  «aa  last  year.  First,  lat  us  dispal  tha  nytbs  and  fallaoiaa. 
The  firat  fallacy  ia  that  an  aaaault  weapon  ban  vill  violate  2ad 
aaaadmant  righte.  The  second  fallacy  is  that  avon  vith  an  assault 
weapon  ban  in  place  that  ''criminals"  vill  still  somehow  manage  to 
get  their  hands  on  these  weapons.  The  third  fallacy  is  that  gun 
control  laws  do  not  work  baeausa  atatas  and  localltias  with  stiff 
gum  control  laws  still  suffer  inorsaaaa  in  gun  violanoa.  Thaaa  are 
dangeroue  and  dietorting  mytha. 

The  ZACV  doea  not  object  to  tha  private  possession  of  firearma 
by  citizens  in  this  ooustry,  understanding  that  this  is  a 
lavitimate,  constitutionally  proteoted  right.  it  doea  not, 
however*  view  that  right  as  extending  to  any  type  of  firearm 
Whatsoever.  certain  riraams,  such  aa  assault  weapons,  do  aot 
belong  in  elvilian  hands. 
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f|l«  ■•ooad  Bytfcy  ao  oftan  usad  by  oppoftaata  of  ^ua-ooatrol 
lagifllatloB  la  Congxaaa,  opazataa  on  a  aiapliatlo  diohotoay  th*t  v« 
in  law  aaforeaaaat  eaaaoc  uaa  la  ooaduotiag  our  buaiaaaa.' 
Xndividvala  ara  aet  born  lav  abiding  oitiseas  or  oriainals.  x  law 
abidiag  eltiiaa  baoomaa  a  criaiaal  whao  ba  or  sha  cooalta  a  crLr.a. 
Tha  point  har««  Mr.  Cbairaian,  ao  oCtan  ovarlockad,  is  t&at  ensuring 
public  aafaty  doea  aot  lavolva  simply  ■enitorlng  a  spaeific  Bagaaat 
of  tbo  population,  it  means  looking  after  avarybody.  To  auggaat 
tbat  avary  "lav  abidiag  citisann  vith  an  aaaault  vaapon  will  navfy 
baoona  a  erlmlaal  la  a  pillow  of  flotioa  va  oaaaot  lay  our  haad  oa. 

Wa  eoatiaua  to  aaa  avanta  which  lagitiaata  tha  oonoarn  of  oura 
that  individuals  whoa  va  in  law  anforeanent  hsTw  not  idantiflad  as 
falona  caa  still  bac«aa  ao  at  any  ainuta.  oa  jaauary  25  of  laat 
yaar,  just  outaida  tba  District  of  coiuabia  in  Langlay,  Virginia, 
an  individual  wita  no  eriaiaal  racord  want  on  a  ahootiag  apraa 
eutslda  CXX  haadquartara ,  killing  two  aad  wounding  thraa.  on  tha 
othar  aid*  of  tha  oouatry,  oa  July  1  of  laat  yaar,  aaothar 
individual  vith  ao  oriaiaal  raeerd  aatarad  a  San  Francisco  law  fira 
with  ovar  454  rounds  of  aaaunition,  avantually  klliiag  8  and 
seriously  wounding  6.  vita  taaaa  axaapies,  taa  arguaaat  by  gua 
ooBtrol  opponants  tBat  «e  vili  ba  rastrlotiag  tha  rights  of  lav 
abiding  oltlaans  xiaga  vary  hollow,  xs  ve  hava  said,  wa  in  lav 
enforoaaant  oaaaot  aaka  sueb  a  siapllstic  aad  draaay  distlnotioa. 

Rsgardlng  tha  third  fallacy,  tha  reason  thara  is  no  dacrease 
in  gun  ralatad  aayhaa  as  a  rasult  of  stringent  state  aad  local  gun 
control  lavs  is  that  guns  ara  easily  purchased  in  less  atriagent 
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looatlona  »aA  brought  into  those  strlctar  «r«Bi.  Aa  you  can 
iaaglno,  ohlof*  do  not  bavo  a  "bordar  patrol"  vhlen  allow*  ua  to 
pravont  flroaraa  puroaaaaa  aiaavhara  froa  aatorln?  aad  boiag  uaad 
In  our  Jnrisdletlona.  Tbia  ia  on«  of  tha  logioal  raaaona  vhy  tba 
lACP  aupporta  fadaral  lagialation  in  the  area  of  gun  control,  oun 
eoatrel  vill  work  only  ifi  all  the  atetoa  are  required  to  observe 

it. 

Opponents  of  leqltiaate  ^un  control  legislation  are  losing 
popular  support  around  tha  country  as  mora  and  nora  citisens  beoome 
reaoived  that  wa  must  do  somathlng  about  this  gun  nadnass.  The 
state  of  Connectiout,  in  large  part  due  to  the  voice  of  local 
chi«f8  likn  ZACP  Bembcr  Bdmund  Mosc*  of  Old  SaybrooX,  passed 
coaprehensiva  assault  veapons  restrictions.  Tha  Isgislature  did 
this  in  spite  of  th«  fact  that  tvo  aajoz  gun  manufacturers  are 
based  in  the  stata  of  Connecticut.  The  victory  in  Connaetiout  was 
particularly  inportant  baeauaa  local  ehiefa  in  even  ajnaii 
Connaatieut  towns  made  dear  that  this  is  issue  for  all  of  us  in 
the  country.  The  gun  aenaee  i*  net  exolusively  a  big  eity  problen. 
It  has  ahewn  itaalf  in  the  looal  fast  food  restaurant,  the  local 
poet  office,  and  most  tragically,  in  looal  schools.  Even  in  tne 
conservative  state  of  Tirginia,  gun  control  opponents  eouia  not 
stop  the  state  legislature  from  paealag  new  reasonable  laws 
regarding  gun  purchase a.  Tne  people  of  this  country  want  gun 
control  and  it  is  time  for  Congress  to  show  the  same  oourage  that 
BMBbers  of  state  legislatures  have  shown. 

In  thie  light,  the  lACP  would  like  to  stress  again  at  this 
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tla«  our  support  for  tta*  ao«t  eoapr«)i«nalv«  ana  ultlnattly 
•£f«etlT«  laglslBtloa  th«  Congresa  can  past  to  stMl  th«  assault 
v«apon  ■aaaos.   h.B.  3837  is  that  bill. 

T&is  kind  of  lagislatioB  is  dsspsracsly  ftsadsd  if  vs  ars  to 
bavo  aay  sueoasa  i&  stenal&g  tbe  rising  trend  of  violanca  in  tba 
onitad  States.  I  have  refarred  to  two  horrific  cases  involv].D9  a 
single  ineidaat  ataooting  vbere  many  individuals  were  killed  or 
wounded.  2  also  want  to  bring  to  your  attention  the  August  2,  1993 
Tins  Bagazlns  feature  story  on  the  growing  trend  aaong  our  nation's 
youth  to  make  guns  a  eritioal  part  of  tbsir  livaa.  Time  eloquently 
conveys  in  this  feature  on  the  youth  of  onaha,  Nebraska,  that 
cBildrea  even  in  the  heartland  of  aaerlca  are  now  engaging  la 
drive-by  shootings  that  have  little  or  nothing  to  do  with  drugs. 
OYHing  a  high  power  fireara  has  simply  becoae  a  part  of  the 
saturation  prooeas  in  their  ainda.  Wa  in  law  snforoeaent  are 
absolutely  going  after  the  eriainal  element  and  we  ooatinua  to 
arrest  thaa,  but  the  prolifexatioa  oC  assault  weapons  and  guns  in 
general  is  making  the  crime  problem  extend  far  beyond  what  we 
define  as  the  eriainal  element.  We  need  to  tackle  What  is 
unarguably  a  serious  gun  problea  in  this  country. 

Indeed,  the  gun  problem  is  so  serious  an  so  oonipreeent  that 
lass  than  half  a  year  latar/  lima  aagaalns  once  again  ran  a  Special 
meport  cover  story  on  gun  violeoce.  i»93  ended  with  tho  shooting 
incident  on  the  Long  Island  Railroad  wnere  23  ianooent  people  were 
Shot,  S  o£  them  fatally,  by  a  deranged  man  wialding  a  fiftean  round 
clip.    We  should  hare  had  lawa  in  plaoe  even  at  that  time 
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problfiiting  t&«  posaaaalea  of  clips  that  sla*.  Eaoh  •stra  round  is 
anocasr  peaalbla  daath.  Ti«a  ■agaalas  appropriately  namad  its 
oovar  piaea,  ••Inougb."  Wa  ia  lav  aaforoaaaat  hava  iadaad  bad 
aseugh  with  trying  to  fight  crina  when  individuals  can  lagally 
purohasa  vaaponry  of  such  daatxuctiva  power.  H.X.  3527  ia  a  bill 
that  this  Souae  and  this  Congress  ausc  pass. 

Mr.  Cbalznan*  in  closing  i  vane  to  recar  to  the  August  2, 
19*3,  issue  of  D.B.  Kava  fc  world  aeoort.  vith  ita  oovar  story  oa 
"StJper  Copa".  This  artiola  highligbtad  the  iaaovativa  and  broad 
baaed  eontiuity  outraaah  efforts  being  undertaken  by  police  chiefs 
ia  the  nation  today,  in  spite  of  serious  budgetary  pressures  raced 
by  all  police  departaents.  The  article  specif Ically  sentioned  I&CP 
naidwrs  8teve  Bishop,  chief  in  K&ssas  city,  ana  iriiiie  Willians, 
chief  In  Loa  Angelas,  i  bring  up  this  article  to  nnderseore  that 
lav  enforeanant  In  Aaarlea  is  Boving  aggreaaivaly  to  ia^lafflant  mora 
and  Bora  innovative  prograaa  to  keep  our  eonnunities  safe.  Ve 
cannot  do  it  «loa«.  Wa  aunt  bavo  the  assistance  of  legislators  to 
enact  lavs  vhioh  asaiat  us  in  our  gun  control  and  crlae  control 
•f forts.  Oun  control  aust  be  federal  in  order  to  vork.  we  cannot 
underscore  enough  that  va  aust  have  federal  assistanoe  froa 
congress  ia  the  nature  of  strong  and  oonprehansive  gun  ooatrol 
legislation.  An  aseault  veapoa  b«a  represents  basic  and  necessary 
legislation  to  help  us  ia  those  erermll  crlae  control  effoits. 

Mr.  Ohairaaa,  thank  you  again  for  inriting  the  ZAcr  to  testify 
en  behalf  of  a  eoaprahenslTe  assault  veapon  ban.  Vt  stand  ready  to 
vork  vith  you  to  see  this  typo  of  legislation  enacted. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Mr.  Pitta. 

STATEMENT  OF  JOHN  PITTA,  EXECUTIVE  VICE  PRESIDENT, 
FEDERAL  LAW  ENFORCEMENT  OFFICERS  ASSOCIATION 

Mr.  Pitta.  Mr.  Chairman,  members  of  the  subcommittee,  I  ap- 
preciate this  opportunity  to  appear  before  you  to  speak  on  the  im- 
portant issue  confronting  the  law  enforcement  community,  the  pro- 
liferation of  semiautomatic  weapons  and  their  access  to  criminals. 

My  name  is  John  Pitta.  I  am  the  executive  vice  president  of  the 
Federal  Law  Enforcement  Officers  Association,  and  also  the  resi- 
dent agent  in  charge  of  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Fire- 
arms' Melville  office. 

FLEOA  represents  well  over  8,000  Federal  law  enforcement  offi- 
cers around  the  Nation.  More  important  than  our  numbers,  how- 
ever, is  the  nature  of  our  membership.  Many  of  our  special  agents 
are  with  the  Drug  Enforcement  Administration  and  the  Bureau  of 
Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms.  Therefore,  they  are  directly  respon- 
sible for  the  enforcement  of  Federal  laws  concerning  both  drugs 
and  guns. 

As  an  officer  of  our  unique  organization,  I  take  most  seriously  my 
responsibility  to  fairly  and  vigorously  represent  our  members' 
views  to  Congress. 

When  we  speak  about  assault  weapons,  they  are  just  what  we 
call  them,  assault  weapons.  There  are  many  statistics  talked 
about — how  many  times  assault  weapons  are  used  in  crimes,  how 
many  people  have  been  killed  by  them.  I  have  never  read  a  statis- 
tic on  intimidation. 

I  have  been  in  the  crack  houses  of  New  York  City.  I  have  never 
been  to  a  location  like  that  where  I  didn't  find  an  assault-type 
weapon. 

When  we  talk  about  the  assault  weapons,  we  look  at  television — 
whether  it  is  Bosnia,  Haiti,  or  any  other  location  in  the  world,  ev- 
erybody seems  to  have  an  assault  weapon. 

I  am  not  a  hunter,  but  many  of  my  friends  are.  And  I  don't  know 
one  that  uses  an  assault  weapon  for  hunting.  The  only  game  that 
these  weapons  are  adapted  to  is  to  hunt  for  human  beings. 

I  have  been  in  many  countries  throughout  Europe  and  Asia.  And 
every  place  I  go,  I  am  reminded  of  the  madness  in  our  country 
when  it  comes  to  firearms.  In  1992,  there  were  23,760  murders  in 
America.  When  we  look  around  the  world,  most  countries  are  under 
three  digits.  We  are  a  society  out  of  control  with  the  proliferation 
of  assault  weapons. 

Like  I  said  before,  assault  weapons  are  just  what  we  call  them, 
assault  weapons,  and  it  seems  that  we  never  reach  the  saturation 
point;  the  appetite  for  assault  weapons  is  never  satisfied.  Most  law- 
abiding  citizens  know  of  the  destruction  caused  by  these  weapons, 
and  they  want  it  to  end. 

In  the  April  13  edition  of  the  New  York  Post  there  was  a  poll 
conducted  by  the  Political  Media  Research  Organization  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  One  of  the  questions  was:  Would  you  favor  or  op- 
pose a  ban  on  the  sale  of  semiautomatic  weapons  in  New  York? 

The  results  are  as  follows:  statewide,  80  percent  favored  the  ban; 
in  New  York  City,  91  percent.  In  the  suburbs,  71  percent;  and  up- 
state, 75  percent.  I  think  the  numbers  speak  for  themselves. 
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Daily,  the  safety  of  American  citizens  and  law  enforcement  offi- 
cers is  threatened  by  the  violence  caused  by  these  weapons.  I  am 
sad  to  report  that  criminals  now  have  easy  access  to  more  superior 
firearms  than  the  officers  whose  sworn  duty  it  is  to  protect  society 
from  the  criminals. 

As  a  law  enforcement  officer,  I  know  firsthand  of  the  concerns 
faced  by  the  families  of  our  Nation's  officers.  With  the  increased 
threat  posed  by  hardcore  criminals  armed  with  assault  weapons, 
the  families  are  always  fearful  of  that  knock  on  the  door  announc- 
ing injury  or  death  of  a  loved  one.  Semiautomatic  assault  weapons 
are  a  real  and  present  danger  to  the  lives  of  law  enforcement  offi- 
cers. We  are  expected  to  make  the  sacrifices,  but  making  the  ulti- 
mate sacrifice  would  be  lessened  through  this  ban. 

The  victims  of  these  weapons  recount  a  human  side  to  the  stories 
of  carnage  and  mayhem  created  by  the  easy  access  to  those  weap- 
ons. In  fact,  it  is  this  incessant  litany  of  violence  and  death  that 
has  numbed  the  general  public  to  the  point  that  firearms  violence 
is  accepted  as  a  fixture  of  our  community.  We  cannot  allow  this 
change  to  our  basic  morals  to  continue.  For  this  reason,  the  Federal 
Law  Enforcement  Officers  Association  urges  the  passage  of  H.R. 
3527  in  order  to  end  the  availability  of  semiautomatic  assault 
weapons. 

FLEOA  applauds  you  for  holding  these  hearings.  Thank  you  for 
the  opportunity  to  speak. 

And  just  let  me  say  one  other  thing.  My  wife  is  a  retired  New 
York  City  police  officer,  and  I  have  seven  children.  And  when  I  saw 
Meghan  today,  I  think  that  tells  the  story. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Mr.  Pitta  follows:] 
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Mr.  Chairman,  members  of  the  Subcommittee,  I  appreciate 
the  opportunity  to  appear  before  this  distinguished  panel  today  and 
to  be  able  to  speak  directly  on  an  important  issue  confronting  the 
law  enforcement  community  and  our  nation  —  the  continued  prolifer- 
ation of  semi-automatic  assault  weapons  on  our  streets  and  their 
easy  availability  to  the  criminal  elements  in  society. 

My  name  is  John  Pitta.  I  am  the  Executive  Vice-President 
of  FLEOA,  which  is  the  acronym  for  the  Federal  Law  Enforcement 
Officers  Association.  FLEOA  represents  well  over  8,000  Federal  law 
enforcement  officers  across  the  nation.  More  important  than  our 
numbers,  however,  is  the  nature  of  our  membership.  Many  of  our 
members  are  special  agents  for  the  Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
and  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms.  Therefore,  they 
are  directly  responsible  for  the  enforcement  of  Federal  laws 
concerning  both  drugs  and  guns.  As  an  officer  of  our  unique 
organization,  I  take  most  seriously  my  responsibility  to  fairly  and 
vigorously  represent  our  members'  views  to  Congress. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  in  too  many  of  our  cities  and 
towns  a  tidal  wave  of  violence  threatens  the  safety  of  Americans. 
Increasingly,  this  battle  finds  law  enforcement  —  those  sworn  to 
defend  society  against  the  criminal  elements  —  heavily  outgunned. 
The  superior  firepower  now  possessed  by  criminals  has  already  taken 
a  heavy  and  unnecessary  toll  on  those  I  represent. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  are  currently  millions  of 
military-style  assault  weapons  in  general  circulation.  This  number 
does  not  include  the  130-140  million  rifles  and  shotguns,  the  60-70 
million  handguns,  or  the  233,000  Class  III  fully  automatic  weapons 
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that  are  out  there.  The  United  States  has  the  world's  largest 
arsenal  of  privately  owned  firearms.  It  is  unparalleled  anywhere 
else  in  the  world.  There  is  close  to  one  gun  for  every  man,  woman 
and  child  in  this  country. 

FLEOA  does  not  assert  that  all  of  these  firearms  are 
being  used  illegally  nor  that  all  semi-automatic  firearms  are 
assault  weapons.  There  are  many  legitimate  semi-automatic  pistols, 
shotguns  and  rifles.  But  traditional  hunting  and  sporting  guns  do 
not  have  the  killing  capacity  of  assault  weapons,  and  that  is  why 
drug  cartels  and  the  Patrick  Purdys  of  the  world  use  them.  Because 
of  their  popularity  with  criminals,  they  pose  a  grave  and  immediate 
threat  to  the  lives  of  those  sworn  to  uphold  our  laws  and  those  we 
protect.  In  our  view  semi-automatic  assault  weapons  such  as  the 
AK-47,  AR-15,  TEC-9  and  MAC-10  are  a  real  and  present  danger  to  the 
lives  of  ordinary  citizens  and  to  law  enforcement  officers.  What 
is  shocking  is  that  these  weapons,  designed  specifically  for 
combat,  are  legally  sold  with  almost  no  federal  restrictions  or 
regulation.  In  most  states,  any  18  year  old  can  walk  into  a  gun 
store,  sign  a  form  which  no  one  checks,  and  walk  out  with  an  AK-47 
assault  rifle. 

And  criminals  do  just  that.  Statistics  from  the  Bureau 
of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  reveal  that  although  semi- 
automatic assault  weapons  comprise  only  0.5%  of  the  privately-owned 
guns  in  America,  they  account  for  6  to  8%  of  all  firearms  traced  to 
criminals  during  1988-91. 
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These  weapons  have  military  hardware  such  as  threaded 
barrels  for  silencers,  folding  stocks  for  concealability  and  pistol 
grips  designed  for  spray-firing.  Does  anyone  hunt  deer  by  spray- 
firing  from  the  hip  in  the  forest?  Of  course  not!  A  rifle  with  a 
pistol  grip  or  an  assault  pistol  is  designed  to  spray-fire  the 
enemy  at  short  ranges  in  combat  situations.  Unfortunately,  assault 
weapons  are  also  ideal  for  urban  violence  and  drive-by  shootings. 
Any  so-called  "sporting"  usage  is  clearly  secondary  and  must  be 
measured  against  the  very  real  threat  not  only  to  the  citizens  of 
this  country,  but  also  to  the  law  enforcement  personnel  who  protect 
them. 

The  TEC-9  assault  pistol  is  the  undisputed  favorite  of 
drug  traffickers,  gang  members  and  violent  criminals.  Cities 
across  the  country  confiscate  more  TEC-9s  than  any  other  assault 
pistol.  The  prototype  for  the  TEC-9  was  originally  designed  as  a 
submachine  gun  for  the  South  African  government.  Now  it  comes 
standard  with  an  ammunition  magazine  holding  36  rounds  of  9mm 
cartridges.  It  also  has  a  threaded  barrel  to  accept  a  silencer, 
and  a  barrel  shroud  to  cool  the  barrel  during  rapid  fire.  To  any 
real  sportsnan  or  collector,  this  firearm  is  a  piece  of  junk,  yet 
it  is  very  popular  among  criminals. 

Assault  weapons  dramatically  escalate  the  firepower  of 
the  user.  Technical  reports  document  firing  rates  of  these  weapons 
at  hundreds  of  rounds  a  minute!  Larger  numbers  of  these  types  of 
weapons  are  in  private  hands  than  ever  before  and  that  number  is 
increasing,  criminal  "private  hands"  included.    Semi-automatic 
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assault  weapons  have  become  the  weapon  of  choice  for  drug  runners, 
hate  groups  and  the  mentally  unstable. 

Although  the  Bush  Administration  in  1989  banned  the 
importation  of  43  models  of  semi-automatic  rifles,  and  President 
Clinton  recently  added  assault  pistols  to  that  list,  ATF  estimates 
that  75%  of  assault  weapons  in  the  U.S.  are  American-made.  That  is 
why  H.R.  3527  needs  to  be  passed  into  law. 

The  Bush  Administration's  ban  had  a  dramatic  impact. 
Between  1989  and  1990,  the  number  of  imported  assault  weapons 
traced  to  crime  declined  by  45%  while  the  number  of  domestic 
assault  weapons  traced  to  crime  remained  about  the  same.  Murders, 
assaults,  drug  crimes  and  property  crimes  linked  to  assault  weapons 
all  declined  from  1989  to  1990  as  a  result  of  the  import  ban.  No 
one  claims  that  assault  weapons  legislation  will  stop  all  assault 
weapon  crime,  but  ATF  tracing  statistics  prove  that  we  can  dry  up 
the  supply  of  these  guns,  make  them  less  accessible  to  drug  dealers 
and  homicidal  maniacs,  and  make  a  significant  dent  in  the  violence 
plaguing  America. 

Reports  of  the  use  of  semi-automatic  assault  weapons  are 
reported  more  and  more  frequently  in  the  media  nationwide.  For 
example,  in  1992,  a  man  armed  with  a  MAC-10  semi-automatic  pistol 
robbed  a  small  bank  in  Randallstown,  Maryland.  Two  female  bank 
employees  were  killed,  and  two  others  were  wounded. 

And  in  Hackensack,  New  Jersey,  six  teenagers  were 
arrested  for  conspiracy  to  buy  illegal  weapons  from  a  black  market 
dealer  in  New  York  City.  The  school  these  youngsters  attended  was 
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rated  by  Redbook  magazine  as  one  of  the  50  best  high  schools  in  the 
country.  The  weapons  offered  to  the  youths  included  several 
assault-type  weapons  —  TEC-9  pistols,  Street  Sweepers,  MAC-ll/9 
pistols,  and  AK-47  rifles. 

Federal  agents,  in  cooperative  efforts  with  State  and 
local  officers,  are  working  diligently  to  stem  the  illegal 
trafficking  of  firearms. 

In  such  a  joint  effort.  Federal  and  local  police  officers 
recently  raided  the  Kentucky  Courts  public  housing  complex  in 
Washington,  D.C.  The  results  of  this  raid,  conducted  following  the 
shooting  of  District  of  Columbia  Police  Officer  Jason  White, 
included  the  seizure  of  six  weapons,  including  an  AK-47  assault 
rifle. 

In  New  York  City,  Federal  agents  and  City  police  officers 
investigating  a  fatal  drive-by  shooting  on  the  Brooklyn  Bridge  in 
March  1994,  disclosed  that  a  Cobray  9-millimeter  pistol  was  the 
weapon  used  to  kill  Aaron  Halberstam.  Using  the  firearms  tracing 
capabilities  of  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  (ATF) , 
law  enforcement  officials  arrested  a  drug  dealer  for  illegal 
firearms  trafficking  that  included  one  of  the  weapons  used  in  this 
hideous  crime. 

The  victims  here  today  provide  a  very  real  and  human  side 
to  the  stories  of  carnage  and  mayhem  created  by  the  widespread 
availability  of  semi-automatic  assault  weapons.  In  fact,  it  is 
this  incessant  litany  of  violence  and  the  related  deaths  and 
injuries  that  has  numbed  the  general  public  to  a  point  that  it 
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seems  almost  willing  to  accept  gun  violence  as  a  permanent  fixture 
in  our  society. 

Last  year,  four  ATF  agents  were  killed  and  15  wounded 
during  the  ATF  raid  on  the  Mt.  Camnel  Compound  near  Waco,  Texas. 
David  Koresh  and  his  followers  were  able  to  stockpile  a  huge 
arsenal  of  123  AR-15/M-16  type  rifles,  44  AK-47  type  rifles,  two 
Street  Sweepers,  two  Barrett  .50  caliber  rifles,  and  many  other 
long  guns  and  handguns  along  with  grenades  and  components  to 
illegally  modify  firearms  and  create  destructive  devices.  For  the 
most  part,  this  arsenal  was  bought  legally  from  licensed  gun 
dealers,  at  flea  markets  and  gun  shows.  An  FBI  firearms  expert 
testified  that  48  fully  automatic  weapons  were  found  in  the  charred 
ruins  of  the  Branch  Davidian  compound. 

What  law-abiding  citizen  needs  a  private  gun  arsenal  this 
large?  A  sportsman  doesn't  need  hundreds  of  weapons  and  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  rounds  of  ammunition.  This  arsenal  was  created  to 
be  used  against  people,  including  law  enforcement  officers. 
Investigating  agents  have  learned  that  Mt.  Carmel  residents 
received  regular  indoctrination  against  law  enforcement.  Quoting 
from  the  Waco  affidavit,  "[David  Koresch]  continually  predicted  a 
confrontation  with  law  enforcement  officials  and  repeatedly 
instructed  his  followers  that  should  this  occur,  they  were  to 
'resist  with  arms'  and  'be  ready  to  fight  and  resist.'"  It  appears 
Koresh  picked  weapons  with  the  greatest  firepower  to  use  against 
law  enforcement.  The  four  ATF  agents  were  shot  with  automatic  or 
semi-automatic  rifles.    They  didn't  have  the  slightest  chance 
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against  these  weapons. 

Existing  Federal  and  state  laws  have  proven  to  be 
insufficient  to  adequately  protect  either  law  enforcement  or  the 
general  public  from  the  illegal  use  of  these  weapons.  That  is  why 
I  am  here  to  express  FLEOA's  support  for  H.R.  3527. 

It  is  against  this  background  of  unquestionable  facts 
that  law  enforcement  groups  such  as  FLEOA  appeal  to  Congress  to 
take  affirmative,  though  reasonable,  steps  to  cope  with  this 
national  problem.  FLEOA  continues  to  believe  that  legislation, 
such  as  that  offered  by  Senator  Feinstein  of  California  and 
Congressman  Schumer  of  New  York,  which  targets  specific  makes  of 
semi-automatic  assault  weapons  favored  by  drug  traffickers, 
terrorists,  and  other  criminal  elements,  goes  far  toward  helping  to 
make  the  job  of  Federal  law  enforcement  officers  safer.  While 
assault  weapon  laws  are  not  a  panacea  to  the  violence  that  plagues 
America,  they  are  another  important  tool  needed  to  help  law 
enforcement. 

As  to  how  important  the  issue  of  the  increased  spread  of 
semi-automatic  assault  weapons  is  to  Federal  officers,  I  think  it 
is  safe  to  say  that  all  of  us  sometimes  wonder  about  our  own 
mortality.  The  questions  of  whether  we  will  see  our  families 
again,  or  in  what  physical  condition  we  could  end  up,  certainly 
runs  through  our  minds  at  one  time  or  another  as  we  go  about 
performing  our  hazardous  jobs  over  the  years.  The  issue  of  these 
weapons  may  be  a  political  one  to  some  of  you  on  the  subcommittee, 
but  it  is  a  "life  and  death"  issue  for  us  every  day  as  we  step  out 
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of  the  front  doors  of  our  homes  to  go  to  work. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  law  enforcement  community,  and 
particularly  FLEOA,  feels  very  strongly  that  the  proliferation  of 
semi-automatic  assault  weapons  must  be  addressed  by  Congress  and  is 
a  legitimate  area  of  concern  in  the  context  of  anti-crime  legisla- 
tion. There  are  slightly  more  than  a  million  assault  weapons  in 
circulation  today.  Please  do  not  wait  until  there  are  10  million 
in  circulation  to  address  the  issue  because  by  then  it  will  be  much 
too  late. 

FLEOA  applauds  you  for  holding  this  hearing  and  for 
continuing  to  work  with  law  enforcement  groups  on  matters  of  mutual 
concern.  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  appear  today.  I  would 
be  pleased  to  answer  any  questions  you  may  have. 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Mr.  Loizzo. 

STATEMENT  OF  TONY  LOIZZO,  EXECUTIVE  VICE  PRESIDENT, 
NATIONAL  ASSOCIATION  OF  POLICE  ORGANIZATIONS 

Mr.  Loizzo.  Good  afternoon,  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the 
subcommittee.  It  is  a  distinct  pleasure  to  have  the  opportunity  to 
appear  before  you  today  as  this  panel  considers  legislation  to  pro- 
hibit the  sale  and  manufacture  of  military-style  assault  weapons. 

My  name  is  Tony  Loizzo,  and  I  am  the  executive  vice  president 
of  the  National  Association  of  Police  Organizations,  representing 
160,000  rank  and  file  law  enforcement  officers  and  3,000  police 
unions  and  associations  throughout  the  country.  I  am  also  the  vice 
president  of  the  Dade  County  Police  Benevolent  Association,  which 
represents  nearly  6,000  law  enforcement  officers  in  Miami. 

I  have  been  a  law  enforcement  officer  with  the  Metro-Dade  Police 
Department  for  21  years,  serving  as  a  patrol  officer  and  later  serv- 
ing as  sergeant  with  duties  in  general  investigation,  auto  theft,  and 
the  narcotics  section. 

NAPO  has  been  on  record  in  strong  support  of  a  ban  on  assault 
weapons  since  1989.  As  police  officers,  we  know  firsthand  the  seri- 
ous threats  that  these  dangerous  weapons  pose  to  the  American 
public  and  to  us  in  law  enforcement  as  we  protect  our  communities. 

I  don't  need  to  tell  you  that  more  and  more  police  officers  are 
being  outgunned  by  the  bad  guys.  In  Miami,  we  have  one — two 
prominent  drug  families  in  a  running  gun  battle.  Just  last  month, 
a  streak  of  violence  started  with  a  drive-by  shooting  at  a  gas  sta- 
tion within  a  few  blocks  of  a  school.  Luckily,  no  one  was  injured 
in  that  drive-by. 

The  next  day,  in  retaliation,  the  members  of  a  rival  gang  exe- 
cuted their  own  drive-by  shooting,  and  this  time  over  100  rounds 
were  fired  by  two  or  three  gunmen.  One  man  was  killed  after  re- 
ceiving 30  wounds;  the  second  victim  was  a  little  bit  more  fortu- 
nate. He  was  shot  eight  times,  but  he  did  survive. 

And  this  didn't  end  the  violence  there.  That  group  retaliated 
later  that  day,  killing  one  member  of  the  other  group  £ind  wound- 
ing two  others.  All  the  weapons  that  were  used  fired  either  a  7.62 
NATO  round  or  the  .223  round  from  assault  weapons. 

We  had  a  police  officer  at  a  community  crimewatch  meeting  with 
elderly  people  and  children  in  attendance  when  they  had  a  drive- 
by  shooting  right  across  the  street  where  at  least  10  rounds  were 
fired,  because  they  found  that  many  in  the  car,  and  another  one 
shot  the  man  in  the  face.  He  was  fortunate  that  he  also  survived. 

The  Metro-Dade  Police  Department  has  over  100  homicides  in 
the  last  2  years  where  either  7.62  or  .223  rounds  were  used  to  kill 
the  victims.  The  Metro-Dade  Police  Department  seized  97  of  these 
weapons  in  1992  and  115  in  1993  in  all  of  Dade  County;  and  put- 
ting that  into  perspective,  the  Metro-Dade  Police  Department  is 
just  1  of  26  police  departments  in  Dade  County,  and  it  is  1  of  67 
counties  in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  is  1  of  50  States.  You  start 
multiplying  that,  and  there  are  large  numbers  involved. 

In  the  past,  we  used  to  face  criminals  armed  with  cheap  Satur- 
day Night  Specials  that  could  fire  six  rounds  before  reloading.  They 
would  have  had  to  load  five  times  to  kill  this  man  in  this  one  drive- 
by  shooting.  It  is  not  at  all  unusual  for  a  cop  to  look  down  the  bar- 
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rel  of  a  TEC-9  with  a  32-round  clip.  The  ready  availabiUty  of  and 
easy  access  to  assault  weapons  has  increased  dramatically,  and  po- 
lice forces  across  the  country  are  being  required  to  upgrade  their 
service  weapons  as  a  matter  of  self-defense.  The  six-shot  .38-caliber 
service  revolver,  standard  law  enforcement  issue  for  years,  even 
when  I  came  back  on  in  1972,  is  no  match  for  the  criminals  out 
there  with  assault  weapons  and  semiautomatics. 

Right  now  there  are  an  estimated  1  million  assault  weapons  in 
circulation.  With  the  number  of  assault  weapons  being  used  in 
crime  on  the  increase,  it  is  critical  that  the  domestic  manufacture 
and  sale  be  prohibited.  Let's  not  wait  until  every  city  in  America 
is  seizing  as  many  assault  weapons  as  we  do  in  Miami. 

In  1989,  the  Bush  administration  banned  the  importation  of  as- 
sault weapons.  As  a  result,  the  number  of  imported  assault  weap- 
ons traced  to  crime  decreased  by  45  percent.  Yet  the  BATF  esti- 
mates that  75  percent  of  assault  weapons  in  this  countrj'  are  made 
in  the  United  States  of  America. 

No  single  piece  of  legislation  will  solve  all  the  problems  of  violent 
crime,  but  curtailing  the  sale  and  manufacture  of  these  deadly 
weapons  will  go  a  long  way  toward  making  our  Nation's  streets 
safe  again. 

While  NAPO  supports  a  ban  on  large-capacity  magazines,  we  do 
have  concerns  about  the  size  of  the  magazine  to  be  prohibited 
under  the  measure.  When  law  enforcement  officers  retire  after 
completing  their  years  of  service,  it  is  very  common  for  them  to  be 
presented  with  their  service  weapon  or  a  replica.  In  some  cities,  the 
retired  officers  are  actually  certified  to  carry  their  former  service 
weapon  and  use  deadly  force  if  necessary. 

Just  last  week,  one  of  our  retired  officers  apprehended  three 
young  suspects,  two  with  semiautomatic  weapons  and  all  three  had 
ski  masks  and  they  admitted  that  they  were  getting  ready  to  do  a 
robbery  at  the  one  of  our  local  hospitals. 

With  more  police  using  the  9-mm  semiautomatic  handguns  with 
capacities  of  15  and  17  rounds,  a  ban  on  magazines  of  more  than 
10  rounds  would  put  these  retired  officers  in  violation  of  law  they 
were  sworn  to  uphold.  Clearly,  to  place  retired  police  officers  on  the 
other  side  of  the  law  is  not  the  intent  of  this  legislation.  Therefore, 
we  would  offer  NAPO's  assistance  to  work  with  the  subcommittee 
and  the  administration  to  come  up  with  a  workable  solution. 

It  is  not  often  that  you  get  management  and  labor  sitting  at  a 
table  agreeing  on  something,  but  today  you  have  seen  the  adminis- 
tration from  all  walks  of  life  and  you  see  the  rank-and-file  police 
officers  here,  and  it  is  something  that  needs  to  be  done.  And  I  have 
to  agree  with  some  of  the  sentiments  that  I  heard  earlier,  and  that 
is  that  it  is  almost  an  embarrassment  that  we  have  to  be  here  at 
this  committee. 

I  have  got  a  couple  of  other  incidents  here  that  I  just  wanted  to 
report,  and  I  know  I  am  preaching  to  the  choir. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  We  will  enter  them  into  the  record. 

Mr.  Loizzo.  We  have  had  a  police  officer  shot  and  killed  in 
Prince  William  County  in  Virginia.  He  was  killed  with  an  AKS  .762 
semiautomatic  assault  weapon. 
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In  south  Florida,  one  of  my  officers,  a  Metro-Dade  officer,  arrived 
on  the  scene,  and  the  robber  fired  30  to  50  rounds,  slightly  wound- 
ing one  officer. 

We  have  had — in  Broward  County  where  I  happen  to  live,  two 
deputies  were  fired  on  with  a  TEC-9.  One  was  killed. 

The  list  of  tragedies  goes  on  and  on,  and  I  only  tell  you  this  so 
that,  hopefully,  your  colleagues  that  are  voting  against  this,  or  the 
ones  that  are  on  the  fence,  can  make  a  decision.  Obviously,  the 
bloodiest  day  in  the  FBI's  history  occurred  several  years  ago  in 
south  Florida  with  a  Ruger  Mini  14,  which  is  what  our  SWAT 
teams  used  to  use. 

If  your  colleagues  have  trouble,  or  people  on  the  fence,  with  this 
bill,  I  suggest  you  have  them  go  out  to  the  local  gun  show  and  see 
what  is  on  this  table  is  what  they  will  see  at  the  gun  shows.  And 
if  you  have  enough  dollars,  you  can  go  up  there  and  buy  them. 

And,  with  that,  I  would  like  to  thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the 
opportunity  to  share  our  views  with  you;  and  I  look  forward  to 
working  with  you  in  the  future. 

[The  prepared  statement  of  Mr.  Loizzo  follows:] 
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Good  morning.  Chairman  Schumer.  members  of  the  Subcommittee,  it  is  a  distmct 
pleasure  to  have  the  opport*init>  to  appear  before  you  today  a;>  this  panel  consicers 
legislation  to  prohibii  the  sale  and  manufacture  of  military-sale  as'^ault  weapons. 

My  name  is  Tony  Loizzo  and  I  am  the  Executive  Vice  President  of  the  National 
Association  of  Police  Organizadons  representing  160,000  rank  and  file  law 
enfoicemeni  officers  aiid  3,000  police  unions  and  associ&tions  throughout  the  country 
I  am  also  !2ie  Vice  President  of  the  Dade  County  Police  Benevolent  Association  which 
represents  nearly  6,000  sworn  law  enforcement  officers  in  Miami.  I  have  been  a  law 
enforcement  officer  with  the  Metro-Dade  Police  Department  for  the  past  21  years 
serving  as  a  patrol  officer,  and  later  serving  zs  a  sergeani  with  duties  in  the  General 
Investigative  Unit,  Auto  Theft  Unit  and  Narcotics  Bureau. 

NAFO  has  been  on  record  in  sarong  support  of  a  ban  on  assault  weapons  since  1989 
As  police  officers,  we  know  firsthand  the  serious  threat  that  these  dangerous  weapons 
pose  tc  the  American  public  and  to  us  in  law  enforcement,  as  we  protect  the  citizens  of 
our  communities. 
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I  don't  need  to  tell  you  that  more  and  more,  police  officers  are  being  outgunned  by  the 
bad  guys.   In  Miami,   tve  have  had  a  Icng  running  battle  between  tv^c  prominent  drug  . 
gangs.   Just  last  oiocth,  a  streak  of  violence  staned  with  a  drive-by  shooting  at  a  gas 
sution  withia  a  few  blocks  of  a  school.  Luckily  no  one  was  injured.   The  next  day ,  in 
retaliation,  the  rcerabers  of  the  rival  gang  executed  their  own  drive-by  shooting  and  t^ 
time  over  100  rounds  were  tired  by  two  or  three  gunmen  killing  one  person. 
Unfortunately,  this  kind  of  incident  is  all  too  common. 

The  Metro-Dade  Police  Departraeot  seized  97  assault  weapons  off  the  city  streets  in 
1992  and  115  in  1993.   Let's  put  this  in  perspective.  The  Metro-Dade  Police 
Department  is  one  of  26  police  departments  within  Dade  County.  Dade  CouiKy  is  one 
of  67  counties  in  the  Sute  of  Florida,  one  of  fifty  states  in  die  country. 

In  the  past,  we  used  to  face  criminals  armed  with  a  cheap  Saturday  Night  Special  that 
could  fire  off  six  rounds  before  reloading.  Now  it  is  not  at  all  unusual  for  a  cop  to 
look  down  the  barrel  of  a  TEC -9  with  a  32  round  clip.    The  ready  availability  of  and 
easy  access  to  assault  weapons  by  criminals  has  increased  so  dramatically  that  police 
forces  across  the  country  are  being  required  to  upgrade  their  service  weapons  merely  as 
a  matter  of  self-defense  and  preservatioa.  The  six-shot  .38  caliber  service  revolver, 
standard  law  enforcement  issue  for  years,  is  just  no  match  against  a  criminal  armed 
with  a  semi-automatic  assault  weapon. 

Right  now  there  are  an  estimated  1  millkni  assault  weapons  in  circulation.  With  the 
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number  of  assault  weapons  being  used  io  crLtDe  oa  the  increase,  it  is  critical  that  their 
domestic  manufacoue  and  sale  be  prohibited  now  -  let  s  not  \*ait  until  every  cit>'  in 
America  is  seizing  as  many  TEC -9s  as  we  do  here  in  Miami. 

In  1989,  ths  Bush  Administration  banned  the  inqjoiution  of  assault  weapons    As  a 
result,  the  number  cf  imported  assaiilt  weapons  traced  to  crime  decreased  by  45  %  yet 
the  BATF  estimates  that  75  %  of  assault  weapons  in  this  coumty  arc  made  in  the 
U.S.A. 

No  single  piece  of  legislation  will  solve  all  the  problems  of  violent  crime,  but  curtailing 
the  sale  and  manufacture  of  these  deadly  weapons  will  go  a  long  way  towards  making 
our  nation's  streets  safe  again. 

While  NAPO  supports  a  ban  on  large  capacity  magazines,  we  do  have  a  concern  abour 
tfae  magazine  size  to  be  prohibited  under  this  measure.  Wben  law  enforcement  officers 
retire  after  completing  their  years  of  service,  it  is  very  common  for  them  to  be 
presented  with  their  service  weapon  or  a  npiki  of  such.  La  some  cities,  the  retired 
officers  are  actually  certified  to  carry  their  former  service  weapon  and  use  deadly 
force,  if  necessary,  to  stop  a  criminal  act.  With  more  police  forces  using  9nun  semi- 
automatic KanrtgiiTiB  with  a  Capacity  of  IS  or  17  rounds,  a  ban  on  magazines  of  more 
than  10  rouiKte  would  put  these  retired  offioen  in  violation  of  the  very  law  that  they 
were  sworn  to  uphold.  Cleariy,  to  place  retired  police  officers  on  the  otiicr  side  of  the 
law  is  not  the  intent  of  this  important  public  safety  legislation.  Therefore,  I  wculd  like 
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to  offer  NAPO's  assistance  to  work  with  chc  Subcoir-mioee  and  toe  Admuustracioa  to 
come  up  wiib  a  workable  solution. 

Thank  you  again  Chairman  Schumcr  for  the  opportunity  to  share  our  views  wiih  you 
and  J  look  forward  to  working  with  you  in  :he  future 
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Mr.  SCHUMER.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Loizzo,  I  understand  about  the  retired  police  officers  and 
their  service  weapons,  and  we  are  going  to  try  to  deal  with  that 
issue.  My  question  goes  to  the  TEC-9,  the  guns  on  the  table. 

Is  there  any  legitimate  self-defense  use  for  those  guns? 

Mr.  Daughtry.  No,  none  that  I  can  see. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  How  about  Mr.  Pitta? 

Mr.  Pitta.  Just  the  opposite.  I  think  when  we  look  at  those  guns, 
if  somebody  wants  to  defend  themselves  in  their  home,  a  shotgun 
like  I  see  above  there,  is  a  good  shotgun  to  keep  in  the  home.  That 
is  going  to  hit  somebody. 

With  most  of  these  weapons — everybody  thinks  it  is  television; 
point  it  and  aim  and  you  are  going  to  shoot  somebody.  It  doesn't 
happen  that  way. 

Mr.  Loizzo.  Having  spent  4  years  working  narcotics  in  Miami, 
the  only  time  I  have  seen  that  gun  used  in  self-defense  was  when 
a  dope  dealer  was  defending  his  property. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  I  wish  that  the  NRA  representatives  were  here  to 
hear  this,  because  you  are  law  enforcement  folks  and  know  it  bet- 
ter than  anybody  else. 

I  take  it — just  for  the  record,  do  you  know  anyone  who  might 
hunt  with  this? 

Mr.  Daughtry.  I  know  of  no  one  who  would  hunt  with  that. 

Mr.  Loizzo.  If  I  were  an  NRA  member,  I  would  be  embarrassed 
to  have  the  spokesperson  of  my  organization  indicate  that  we  could 
possibly  use  that  for  hunting. 

Mr.  SCHUMER.  That  sums  it  up.  I  have  no  further  questions. 

I  want  to  thank  each  of  the  witnesses  for  doing  a  great  job. 

And  I  will  let  Mr.  Reynolds  take  over. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  One  quick  question. 

Not  long  ago  the  NRA  and  the  police  organizations  were  very 
close  as  far  as  supporting  each  other.  What  happened?  There  is  a 
split  now.  Why  is  the  NRA  here  and  the  police  organizations  there. 
What  happened? 

Mr.  Daughtry.  I  think  their  position  on  guns  and  their  opposi- 
tion to  what  we  believe  to  be  some  very  reasonable  gun  laws — as 
was  indicated  by  my  colleagues  here,  we  are  embarrassed  that  they 
would  indicate  that  that  weapon  could  be  used  as  a  weapon  for 
hunting. 

There  is  still  a  relationship  with  the  NRA,  with  many  of  our  law 
enforcement  agencies.  They  do  some  positive  programs  in  the  area 
of  safety  and  training,  but  we  are  just  not  together  on  the  issue  as 
it  pertains  to  gun  regulations. 

Mr.  Schumer.  The  only  other  point  I  would  make  because  I  have 
been  told  my  office  is  getting  lots  of  calls,  if  you  are  an  NRA  mem- 
ber and  you  are  listening  to  this  on  C-SPAN,  tell  your  organization 
to  get  with  it.  I  mean,  it  is  an  embarrassment,  as  I  think  Mr.  Pitta 
or  Chief  Daughtry  said,  for  an  organization  to  be  defending  this 
and  machineguns  and  bazookas.  That  doesn't  help  a  legitimate  gun 
owner  of  America,  plain  and  simple.  And  why  the  NRA,  with  all 
its  muscle — it  has  a  lot  because  it  has  a  lot  of  members — doesn't 
get  as  far  as  it  might,  and  I  am  glad  it  doesn't,  is  because  they  take 
extremist  positions  and  they  are  not  representing  the  average  gun 
owner. 
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I  would  say  these  gentlemen  from  law  enforcement,  all  of  whom 
depend  on  guns  for  their  protection,  are  far  more  representative  of 
the  average  gun  owner.  So  send  your  calls  in  that  direction. 

OK.  I  would  like  to  thank  everybody  for  this  hearing,  which  I 
think  was  elucidating.  It  is  timely,  and  let's  hope  it  will  help  per- 
suade people,  in  my  judgment  at  least,  to  vote  for  the  assault  weap- 
ons ban. 

I  would  like  to  thank  my  colleague,  Mel  Reynolds,  and  my  staff, 
led  by  Tom  Diaz  on  this  one,  who  did  a  fabulous  job,  and  the  mi- 
nority staff,  Andrew  Cowin. 

And  finally,  I  always  like  to  thank  the  unheralded  heroes  of 
these  hearings,  and  today  we  had  Marcia  Stein  and  Joe  Strickland; 
and  we  thank  both  of  you  for  your  hard  work,  as  well. 

With  that,  the  hearing  is  adjourned. 

[Whereupon,  at  2:42  p.m.,  the  subcommittee  adjourned.] 
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My  name  is  Larry  Pratt.  I  am  Executive  Director  of  Gun  Owners  of  America  and  am  very 
pleased  to  submit  this  statement  on  behalf  of  our  members. 

H.R.  4296  (originally  H.R.  3527)  is  a  sweeping  gun  ban  which  covers  far  more  than  the 
guns  specifically  listed  in  the  bill.  Moreover,  the  bill  targets  firearms  which  —  even  though  they 
are  not  conunonly  used  in  crime  ~  are  constitutionally  protected. 


H.R.  4296  Could  Affect  SO  Percent  of  Gun  Owners 

H.R.  4296  lists  fewer  than  20  specific  guns  to  be  banned.  And  as  a  result,  much  of  the 
media  has  focused  on  this  small  number.  The  truth  is,  the  number  of  guns  to  be  banned  will  be 
much,  much  larger. 

The  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  has  admitted  the  bill  will  ban  at  least  45 
guns.'  And  firearms  experts  have  concluded  that  the  bill,  which  uses  generic  definitions  to  ban 
even  more  weapons,  will  actually  cover  more  than  180  guns,  thus  affecting  50%  of  the  gun 
owners  in  the  country.^ 

This  means  that  if  a  person  fails  to  register  a  common  hunting  shotgun  or  rifle  (not 
realizing  that  their  gun  is  covered  by  the  generic  definitions  in  the  bill)  they  will  become  a  criminal 
and  could  lose  their  gun  rights  forever. 

For  example,  H.R.  4296  will  ban  any  shotgun  that  holds  6  or  more  shells.  Many  shotguns 
only  hold  five,  and  thus  their  owners  might  not  think  to  register  their  weapon.  However,  if  British 
2  inch  short  shells  are  used  —  instead  of  the  standard  2  3/4  inch  or  3  inch  shells  —  these  shotguns 

'  Letter  from  Daniel  R.  Black  of  the  BATF  to  Senator  Lany  Craig,  December  20,  1993. 

'  Neal  Knox,  "Semi-Auto  Deception,'  Handloader,  May/June  1994. 
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can  then  hold  six  rounds,  and  they  have  now  become  illegal  firearms.' 

Would  oflBcials  interpret  the  law  this  way?  They  aheady  have  in  New  Jersey.  Stale  law 
bans  any  gun  holding  more  than  15  rounds  as  an  "assault  weapon."  This  should  have  excluded  the 
tubular-fed  Remington  552  which  only  holds  15  .22  Long  Rifle  rounds.  However,  New  Jersey 
oflBcials  have  determined  this  rifle  is  an  "assault  weapon"  because  it  will  take  20  .22  Short 
rounds.'' 


Semi-automatic  "Assault  Weapons"  no  Different  from  Many  Hunting  Gun» 

The  truth  is,  so-called  "assault  weapons"  bans  like  H.R  4296  are  extremely  arbitrary.  A 
true  "assault  weapon"  is  a  military  firearm  which  can  be  fired  either  "automatically"  (many  shots 
per  trigger  pull)  or  "semi-automatically"  (one  shot  per  trigger  pull).  In  other  words,  a  true  assault 
weapon  is  a  machine  gun  which  is  already  regulated  by  federal  law. 

The  firearms  that  are  covered  by  H.R  4296  are  semi-automatic  handguns,  rifles  and 
shotguns.  Some  of  these  firearms  are  made  to  look  like  a  military-style  weapon  but  are 
mechanically  indistinguishable  fi'om  the  traditional-looking  deer  rifle. 

As  stated  by  OflBcer  William  McGrath  in  the  Police  Marksman. 

These  [assault  rifles]  are  little  different  than  the  semi-automatic  hunt- 
ing rifles  that  have  been  on  the  market  since  before  World  War  n.  The  main 
difference  between  an  assault  rifle  and  a  semi-automatic  hunting  rifle  is  that 
the  assault  rifle  looks  more  "military". . . . 

(The  term  "assault"  rifle  is  really  a  misnomer  as  a  true  assault  rifle  is  a 
selective  fire  weapon  capable  of  switching  fi-om  fully  automatic  to  semi  auto- 
matic and  back  with  the  flip  of  a  lever.  There  is  ah'eady  a  ban  on  the  impor- 
tation and  manufacture  for  domestic  sale  of  such  weapons.)  The  charge  that 
the  assault  rifle  holds  more  rounds  than  a  "legitimate"  hunting  rifle  shows 
either  a  lack  of  knowledge  or  a  deliberate  twisting  of  the  fects,  as  10,  20  and 
30  round  magazines  for  "legitimate"  hunting  rifles  have  been  on  the  market 
for  decades  without  the  worid  coming  to  an  end.' 

H  R  4296  bans  many  common  hunting  shotguns  and  target  rifles,  including  the  AR-15 
competition  rifle.    In  fact,  the  generic  definitions  in  the  bill  would  even  cover  what  is  perhaps  the 
most  conunon  hunting  shotgun  —  the  Remington  1 100  (because  it  can  take  sbc  British  short  shells, 
thus  making  it  an  "assault  weapon").  The  &ct  that  this  gun  is  exempted  in  the  Appendix  only 

'  Ibid 

*  Ibid. 

Officer  William  R.  McGrath,  'An  Open  Letter  to  American  Politiciaiis,'  The  Police  Marksman, 

May/June  1989.  p.  19. 
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means  that  Congress  is  giving  people  temporary  permission  to  own  a  firearm  that  would 
otherwise  be  banned 

This  will  set  up  a  dichotomy  in  the  law,  similar  to  when  Bush's  import  ban  left  domestic 
assembly  of  various  semi-autos  untouched    (The  drive  to  ban  domestic  assembly  was  only 
squelched  temporarily  )  How  long  will  the  exempted  guns  in  H  R.  4296  remain  that  way?     Since 
a  Remington  1 100  shotgun  can  hold  six  rounds  -  and  thus  fit  the  bill's  definition  of  an  "assault 
weapon"  -  how  long  will  it  be  until  the  anti-gun  lobby  starts  demanding  that  Congress  rectify 
such  discrepancies  in  the  law?  How  long  until  they  demand  that  the  Remington  1 100  and  other 
common  firearms  be  removed  from  the  exception  list? 

H.R.  4296  puts  Congress  in  the  position  of  granting  law-abiding  citizens  the  permission  to 
ov«i  firearms  that  would  otherwise  be  banned  according  the  bill's  definitions    Law-abiding 
citizens  do  not  need  permission  fi-om  the  government  to  exercise  their  rights;  they  are  not 
privileges  given  by  the  government    As  stated  in  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  our  rights 
come  from  God  and  are  unalienable    That  is.  they  cannot  be  taken  away  or  infringed  by  anyone, 
including  the  government 

This  bill  is  clearly  unconstitutional,  as  it  infringes  on  a  right  which  is  specifically 
guaranteed  in  the  Bill  of  Rights    The  Second  Amendment  states  that  the  right  of  the  people  to 
keep  and  bear  arms  "shall  not  be  infringed  "  H  R  4296  is  clearly  an  infiingement 


Assault  Weapons  Not  the  Choice  of  Criminals 

When  the  gun  control  side  has  it  pointed  out  to  them  that  their  sweeping  "assault 
weapons"  bans  will  disarm  large  numbers  of  voters,  they  usually  come  back  with  a  more  limited 
bill  which  affects  a  certain  number  of  scary-looking  firearms  that  they  claim  are  the  choice  of 
criminals 

Actually,  police  departments  nationwide  agree  that  criminals  do  not  prefer  these  weapons; 

*  Police  View:  Over  100,000  police  officers  delivered  a  message  to  Congress  in  1990 
stating  that  only  2%  to  3%  of  crimes  are  committed  using  a  so-called  "assault  weapon  "' 

*  Florida  study:  In  Florida,  only  3  5%  of  the  guns  recovered  by  the  police  were  guns 
that  could  loosely  be  defined  as  "assault  weapons  "' 

*  California  study:  The  California  Department  of  Justice  suppressed  an  official  report 
showing  that  "assault  weapons"  comprised  only  3  7%  of  the  guns  used  in  crime  '  While  the 


Congressional  Record.  13  Scptcmlxr  1990.  p  E  2826.  citing  (Police  Adveitisemcnll.  Roll  Call.  3 
September  I99()   Also,  sec  Howard  Schneider,  "Gun  Owners  Take  Shot  at  Schacfcr  Assault-Weapon 
Bill."  The  Washinxton  Host.  February  15,  1991 

State  of  Florida  Commission  on  Assault  Weapons,  Report,  18  May  1990.  pp.  34-41 
l)uviJ  Alan  Com.  *As.<uiull  nflcs  said  lo  play  small  role  in  violcnl  cnme.*  The  Washinglon  Times,  27  June  92 
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report  was  eventually  leaked  to  the  media,  it  received  little  press  coverage. 

*  Virginia  tsak  force:  A  special  task  force  on  assault  weapons  found  that  only  2.8 
percent  of  the  homicides  involved  "assault-type  weapons"  during  1992.' 

*  Connecticut:  The  Department  of  Public  Safety  reports  that  only  1.79%  of  all 
confiscated  firearms  were  "assault  type  weapons."'" 

*  New  Jersey:  TTw  New  York  Times  reported  that,  "Although  New  Jersey's  pioneering 
ban  on  military-style  assault  rifles  was  sold  to  the  state  as  a  crime-fighting  measure,  its  impact  on 
violence  in  the  state  ...  has  been  negligible,  both  sides  agree.""  Moreover,  New  Jersey  police 
statistics  show  that  only  .026  of  1  percent  of  all  crimes  involve  "assauh  rifles."" 

*  Nationwide:  The  Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics  reported  in  1993  that  violent  criminals 
only  carry  or  use  a  "military-type  gun"  in  about  one  percent  of  the  crimes  nationwide." 

*  Knives  more  deadly:  According  to  the  FBI,  people  have  a  much  greater  chance  of 
being  killed  by  a  knife  or  a  blunt  object  than  by  any  kind  of  rifle,  including  an  "assault  rifle."'"  In 
Chicago,  the  chance  is  95  times  greater.  That  is,  a  person  is  95  times  more  likely  to  be  stabbed  or 
beaten  to  death  in  Chicago  than  to  be  murdered  by  an  "assault  rifle  "'* 

Col.  Leonard  Supenski  of  the  Baltimore  County  Police  claimed  in  1991  that  Maryland 
needs  to  ban  these  firearms  because  "assault  weapons  . . .  have  features  that  make  them  more 
threatening,  particularly  to  police  oflBcers.""   One  would  think  that  this  threat  would  manifest 
itself  in  some  quantifiable  way  -  like  an  increase  in  deaths  of  citizens  and  police  officers  caused  by 
semi-automatic  rifles.  But  that  is  not  the  case. 

According  to  the  FBI  reports,  only  three  brave  Maryland  police  officers  have  been  killed 
in  the  line  of  duty  fi'om  1989  to  1991.  None  of  these  murders  were  committed  with  an  "assault 
weapon."" 

While  these  tragedies  grieve  the  community,  it  is  hard  to  see  how  a  proposed  Maryland 
ban  would  have  saved  these  officers  lives.  Semi-automatic  "assault  weapons"  are  simply  not 
threatening  police  officers  in  Maryland. 

Mark  Johnson,  "Assault-type  weapons  rarely  used,"  Richmond  Times-Dispatch,  4  August  1993. 

Memo  by  Major  Kenneth  R  Kirschner,  Commanding  Officer,  Bureau  of  Police  Support  Services,  State  of 

Connecticut,  Department  of  Public  Safety.  Division  of  State  Police,  1 1  March  1993. 

Iver  Peterson,  "Both  Sides  Say  Trenton's  Ban  on  Assault  Rifles  Has  Little  EflTect  on  Crime,"  The  New  York  Times, 

20  June  1993. 

Ibid. 

US.  E>epailinent  of  Justice,  Bureau  of  Justice  Statistics,  "Survey  of  State  Prison  hunates,  1991,"  March  1993,  p.  18. 

FBI,  Uniform  Crime  Reports.  1993,  p.  18. 

Matt  L.  Rodriguez,  Superintendent  of  Police  for  the  City  of  Chicago,  J992  Murder  Analysis  at  12,  13. 

The  Washington  Post,  12  February  1991  at  B7. 

Compare  FBI,  "Law  Enforcement  Officers  Killed  and  Assaulted,"  Uniform  Crime  Reports,  for  the  years 

1989,  p.  32;  1990,  pp.  27-28;  and  1991,  p.  21. 
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In  fact,  these  firearms  are  not  menacing  police  oflBcers  nationwide.  The  FBI  reports  that 
no  more  than  three  ofiBcers  will  be  killed  in  any  one  year  by  such  guns."  And  police  oflBcers  are 
two  to  three  times  more  likely  to  be  killed  by  their  own  gun  than  by  an  "assault  weapon."" 

One  can't  have  it  both  ways.  If  one  wants  to  ban  weapons  that  are  dangerous  to  police, 
then  begin  by  banning  police  oflBcers'  own  weapons  —  since  these  guns  kill  far  more  often  than 
assault  weapons.  The  same  is  true  with  knives  and  blunt  objects.  These  instruments  kill 
policemen  far  more  often  than  these  same  semi-automatics." 

It  is  not  without  interest  that  memos  were  circulated  within  the  California  Department  of 
Justice  which  suggested  that  the  sponsor  of  the  CaUfomia  ban,  former  Assemblyman  Mike  Roos 
(D-LA)  and  others  agreed  not  to  include  fiiture  studies  on  what  firearms  were  used  in  crimes 
because  these  facts  were  "unUkely  to  support  the  theses  on  which  the  law  was  to  be  based.  "^'  No 
sense  confusing  legislators  or  the  public  with  the  facts. 


Koreans  Defend  Themselveg  with  "Assault  Rifles"  in  Los  Angeles  Riots 

Many  of  the  guns  which  H.R.  4296  is  targeting  are  the  very  guns  with  which  the  Korean 
merchants  used  to  defend  themselves  during  the  1992  Los  Angeles  riots  °  Those  firearms  proved 
to  be  extremely  usefiil  to  the  Koreans.  Their  stores  were  left  standing  while  other  stores  around 
them  were  burned  to  the  ground. 

The  Korean  merchants  would  agree  that  when  one  is  facing  mob  violence  and  the  police 
are  nowhere  to  be  found,  one  needs  a  gun  that  shoots  more  than  just  six  bullets.  A  ban  on  large 
capacity  semi-automatic  firearms  will  only  harm  one's  ability  to  defend  himself  and  his  family. 

While  most  Americans  are  able  to  spend  little  time  thinking  of  what  the  police  can  do  to 
protect  them  during  times  of  domestic  tranquillity,  there  is  no  guarantee  that  this  will  always  be 
the  case.  Citizens,  like  the  police,  have  a  right,  and  some  would  say  a  duty,  to  be  able  to  prepare 
themselves  against  certain  threats. 

If  the  police  who  visit  dangerous  neighborhoods  for  a  few  minutes  feel  that  they  need  a 
high  capacity  semi-automatic  to  ensure  their  safety,  what  of  the  people  who  Iryfi  in  those  same 
neighborhoods?  Surely  these  worried  citizens  have  even  more  right  to  own  such  a  firearm. 

I  know  all  too  well  what  goes  through  a  citizen's  mind  during  a  time  of  danger.  I  learned 
the  importance  of  individual  gun  ovynership  during  the  1968  riots  in  Washington,  DC.  As  a  man 

"  Ibid,  for  1989  (0  guns);  1990  (two  guns),  pp  24,  36;  and  1991  (three  guns),  pp.  40,  41,  45. 

"  Ibid,  for  1989,  pp  4;  1990,  pp.  4,  24,  36;  1991,  pp.  4,  40,  41. 45 

^  Intbethreeyeanof  1989  to  1991,  ten  ofEcers  were  killed  by  knives  and  blunt  objects.  By  contrast,  only  Sve 

oSBcers  were  killed  by  stxalled  "assault  weapons  '  Compere  FBI,  "OfEceis  Killed,"  for  the  years  1989,  pp.  13, 26; 

1990,  pp.  4, 12, 24,  36;  and  1991,  pp.  4. 40, 41, 45. 
^'  Calif.  Political  Week,  September  9,  1991  at  1. 

^  "Koreans  make  armed  stand  to  protect  shops  from  looters,'  Roanoke  Times  &  World-News,  3  May  1992. 
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with  a  wife  and  young  family,  I  had  every  reason  to  fear  for  their  safety  in  a  situation  well  beyond 
the  capabilities  of  the  local  police 

I  purchased  the  best  high-capacity  semi-automatic  firearm  available  to  me  at  the  time  ~  a 
shotgun.  Had  some  of  the  firearms  which  are  on  many  banned  lists  today  been  available  to  me 
then,  I  can  assure  you  that  I  would  have  bought  one. 


Assault-Type  Semi-Automatics  Often  Less  Dangerous 

While  a  firearm  with  a  large  ammunition  clip  is  preferable  for  defense  against  mob 
violence,  it  is  true  that  a  bullet  fi-om  a  so-called  "assault  weapon"  is  not  nearly  as  dangerous  as  a 
hunting  round. 

H.R.  4296  targets  firearms  Uke  the  AK-47,  which  fires  a  7  62x39  cartridge,  and  the  UZI, 
which  fires  the  same  9mm  cartridge  which  more  police  departments  are  turning  to  for  their 
departments'  handguns.  Neither  of  these  bullets  will  do  half  as  much  damage  on  impact  as  the 
.30-'06  cartridge  used  by  an  ordinary  deer  rifle. 

When  firing  comparable  bullets,  a  7.62x39  cartridge  will  generate  only  two-thirds  of  the 
muzzle  velocity  of  a  .30-'06  cartridge  (2350  feet  per  second  vs.  3 140)  and  barely  half  of  the 
muzzle  energy  (1495  foot-pounds  vs.  2736)."  Yet  the  .30-'06  was  invented  in  1906,  long  before 
the  weaker  cartridge  used  by  the  AK-47." 

Why  would  the  military  want  to  switch  fi-om  a  more  powerfiil  cartridge  to  a  less  powerfiil 
one,  as  it  has  done?  Mr.  J.  Bolton  Maddox,  a  retired  Washington  police  captain,  flatly  stated  that 
semi-automatics  Uke  the  AK-47  were  designed  to  wound,  rather  than  kill." 

A  well-placed  shot  fi-om  any  firearm  can  be  fatal.  But  obviously,  a  person  has  a  better 
chance  of  surviving  being  shot  by  a  bullet  meant  to  wound  a  170-pound  man  instead  of  a  bullet 
meant  to  kill  a  500-pound  animal. 


Militarv-Tvpe  Firearms  Are  Protected  bv  2nd  Amendment 

H.R.  4296  will  not  only  disarm  honest  hunters  and  sportsmen  while  not  further  troubling 
the  thug  and  his  abeady  illegal  and  far  more  deadly  sawed-off"  12-gauge  shotgun,  but  it  also  cuts 
out  the  heart  of  the  Second  Amendment  to  our  Constitution. 

The  Second  Amendment  was  enacted  not  to  protect  hunters  and  sportsmen,  but  to  ensure 
that  the  government  never  had  a  monopoly  of  force  it  could  use  to  oppress  the  citizenry.  Events 

National  Rifle  Association,  NRA  Firearms  Fact  Book  265,  266  (2nd  ed  1988).  Ballistics  comparison  is 
between  125-giain  bullet  in  .30-'06  cartridge  and  122-grain  7.62x39  mm  Russian  cartridge 
"  Id.  at  69. 

Baltimore  Sun,  23  October  1989. 
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not  too  long  ago  in  Panama,  China  and  the  Soviet  Union  should  remind  us  once  again  that  when  a 
government  has  a  monopoly  on  the  means  of  effective  defense  -  like  semi-automatic  firearms  — 
there  is  no  check  upon  its  appetites. 

Even  in  this  country,  government  ofBcials  can  go  too  far.  Consider  a  small  sampling  of 
abuses  that  have  occurred  in  this  decade  alone: 

*  In  1992,  government  agents  murdered  a  mother  and  son  in  the  mountains  of  Idaho.  The 
father.  Randy  Weaver,  and  a  fiiend  had  used  a  deer  rifle  even  more  powerful  than  a  standard 
military  rifle  to  shoot  back  at  the  agents.  (Before  he  was  killed,  the  son  had  also  used  a 
semi-automatic  military  type  rifle  to  return  the  agents'  fire.)  Weaver  and  his  fiiend  killed  one 
agent,  although  a  jury  later  acquitted  both  of  these  men,  deeming  they  had  used  justifiable  force  in 
self-defense." 

*  New  York  City  and  Chicago  have  begun  confiscating  firearms  of  law-abiding  citizens, 
report  newspapers  in  each  city.  In  New  York  City,  ofiBcials  are  using  registration  lists  to  identify 
gun  owners,  while  in  Chicago,  police  are  making  random  searches  in  apartment  complexes. 

Noted  constitutional  scholar  Stephen  Halbrook  has  documented  that  "[t]he  British  attempt 
to  seize  or  destroy  the  arms  and  ammunition  at  Lexington  triggered  the  revolutionary  shot  heard 
around  the  world.  "^'  Some  of  those  arms  were  among  the  finest  available  at  the  time  and  helped 
win  America  her  independence  from  tyranny.  The  British  could  not  understand  why  the  colonists 
wanted  to  keep  their  military-style  flintlock  muskets  since  the  British  Army  was  there  to  "protect" 
them.  Today,  the  same  question  is  asked  about  the  paramilitary  assault  rifles  owned  by  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  Americans. 

The  issue  has  remained  fiindamentally  the  same  over  the  years.  The  Founding  Fathers  in 
their  wisdom  tried  to  guarantee  that  no  future  tyrant,  be  he  domestic  or  foreign,  could  impose  his 
will  upon  a  helpless  population. 

Those  who  argue  that  the  authors  of  the  Second  Amendment  did  not  intend  to  protect  the 
right  of  ordinary  American  citizens  to  own  military-style  weapons  must  contend  with  the  fact  that 
the  same  Congress  which  passed  the  Second  Amendment  also  passed  the  Militia  Act  of  1792. 
This  law  required  every  free  male  between  the  ages  of  18  and  44  to  own  the  same  type  of  rifle 
that  was  used  by  soldiers  in  the  Revolutionary  War  and  to  own  ammunition  as  well. 

The  Supreme  Court  confirmed  this  in  1939    The  Court  stated  in  U.S.  v.  Miller: 

The  Militia  comprised  all  males  physically  capable  of  acting  in  concert 
for  the  common  defense  .    .  [and  that]  when  called  for  service,  these  men 
were  expected  to  appear  bearing  arms  supplied  by  themselves  and  of  the  kind 

"  "Another  Federal  Fiasco,"  The  New  York  Times,  12  July  1993.  See  also  Kiiby  Ferris,  A  Mountain  of  Lies: 

The  Apprehension  and  Arrest  of  Idaho's  Randy  Weaver  (1993). 
"  Daily  News,  5  September  1992;  Chicago  Sun-Times,  19  and  21  August  1993. 

^  S.UaSbmok,  That  Every  Man  Be  Armed  62  (19M). 


204 


in  common  use  at  the  time.^ 


Thus,  military-styled  fireamis  are  constitutionally  protected  firearms  for  individual  citizens. 
The  Court's  reference  to  the  militia  is  not  a  reference  to  the  National  Guard  but  "all  males"  who 
are  physically  able  to  defend  the  country. 

As  stated  by  a  U.S.  Senate  Subcommittee  in  1982: 

There  can  be  little  doubt  fi-om  [the  Militia  Act  of  1 792]  that  when  the 
Congress  and  the  people  spoke  of  a  "militia,"  they  had  reference  to  the  tradi- 
tional concept  of  the  entire  populace  capable  of  bearing  arms,  and  not  to  any 
formal  group  such  as  what  is  today  called  the  National  Guard.  The  purpose 
was  to  create  an  armed  citizenry,  such  as  the  political  theorists  at  the  time 
considered  essential  to  ward  off  tyranny." 

This  nation  has  enjoyed  200  years  of  fi^eedom  because,  like  the  Swiss  and  the  Israelis, 
individuals  have  the  right  to  bear  arms  that  can  be  used  effectively  against  would-be  tyrants,  both 
foreign  and  domestic.  That  is  a  far  surer  foundation  for  our  fi-eedoms  over  the  next  200  years 
than  some  bland  assurances  that  we  have  nothing  to  fear  and  never  will. 


29 
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U.S.  V.  Miller,  307  U.S.  174  (1939). 

U.S.  Senate,  "The  Right  to  Keep  and  Bear  Arms,'  Report  of  the  Subcommittee  on  the  Constitution  of  the 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  (1982),  p.  7. 
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Like  Dr.  Milzman,  I  too  live  in  the  "trenches"  and  speak  from 
experience.  I  too  am  ready  to  cry  "hold,  enough"  to  the  carnage  of 
criminal  violence  in  my  city  and  our  nation.  As  a  surgeon,  I  not  only 
care  for  the  patient  in  the  emergency  depariment.  but  operate  on 
them  and  carry  them  through  the  recovery  and  rehabilitation, 
coming  to  know  the  patient  and  family.  Each  victim  of  criminal 
violence  from  whatever  cause  is  more  than  a  statistic  to  me.  They  are 
my  patients  and  they  number  in  the  thousands. 

Dr.  Milzman's  testimony  is  undoubtedly  heartfelt,  but  I  must 
point  out  that  his  "...plain  facts  on  the  effect  assault-type  weapons 
have  on  victims..."  is  at  significant  variance  from  the  preponderance 
of  scientific  information  and  my  own  knowledge  and  experience. 
Please  allow  me  to  examine  some  of  his  "facts": 

1)  Dr.  Milzman  either  through  error  or  confusion  repeatedly 
groups  semi-automatic  and  automatic  (machine  guns)  despite 
thefr  obvious  difference.  Automatic  weapons  have  been  strictly 
regulated  since  1934  and  are  not  a  subject  of  this  legislation 
nor  a  factor  in  crime.  Yet,  Dr.  Milzman  states,  "it  is  not  difficult 
to  understcind  the  concept  that  given  a  assault  weapon  with  a 
single  trigger  pull. ..killing  or  wounding  over  ten  persons  every 
few  seconds..."  (underline  added).  Indeed,  it  is  decidedly 
difficult  to  imagine.  Yes.  these  weapons  share  cosmetic 
similarities  with  full  automatic  military  weapons,  however  the 
attempts  to  misrepresent  their  function  is  common  and 
perhaps  disingenuous. 

2)  Dr.  Milzman  is  misinformed  and  quite  simply  wrong  in  his 
description  of  the  wound  ballistics  associated  with  these 
weapons.  It  is  notable  that  at  least  8  of  the  19  weapons 
specifically  noted  in  this  measure  fire  handgun  ammunition  - 
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not  the  repeatedly  noted  "high  velocity  missile".  The  wounds 
caused  by  these  handgun  munitions  are  no  different  from 
those  from  a  pistol.  For  wounds  caused  by  the  rifle  munitions. 
Dr.  Milzman  described  a  multitude  of  attributes  which  have 
been  repeatedly  debunked  by  wound  ballistic  research.  Shock 
waves  and  cavitation  are  present  in  all  gunshots  and  have 
none  of  the  mythic  characteristics  of  the  "far  reaching  and 
unpredictable  damage  to  body  sites  distant  from  the  wound 
tract"  that  he  describes.  Indeed,  Dr.  Milzman's  concern  about 
these  shock  waves  is  somewhat  incongruous  since  he  probably 
does  not  hesitate  to  send  patients  with  kidney  stones  to 
lithotripsy  where  one  to  two  thousand  shock  waves  of  greater 
intensity  are  used  without  concern. 

His  description  of  the  "tumble-like  trajectory... which  makes  a 
bigger  entrance  hole..."  is  incomprehensible  and  perhaps 
laughable  to  anyone  with  a  knowledge  of  firearms  and 
ballistics.  While  a  full  discussion  of  wound  ballistics  is  not 
appropriate  here,  it  should  be  apparent  that  a  bullet  tumbling 
in  flight  is  highly  inaccurate  and  ineffective  beyond  a  very  close 
range.  These  weapons  have  neither  of  those  characteristics. 
This  single  statement  of  untruth  should  call  to  question  the 
validity  of  all  other  statements  made  during  his  testimony. 

Dr.  Milzman  then  goes  on  to  use  the  military  surgical  findings 
of  two  hundred  years  ago  to  back  up  his  claims  of  the 
significant  damage  associated  with  "high -velocity"  wounds.  It 
should  be  noted  that  the  "high  velocity"  of  200  years  ago  is 
considered  to  be  a  low  velocity  wound  at  this  date.  The 
comparison  obviously  does  not  stand. 

3)  Dr.  Milzman  notes  an  increase  in  the  morbidity  and 
mortality  associated  with  assault  weapons  wounds  compared 
to  other  firearms  injuries.  The  mortality  of  gunshots  deals 
with  what  is  injured,  not  what  caused  the  injury.  It  should  be 
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remembered  that  those  weapons  which  were  initially  for 
military  applications  are  limited  by  international  law  and  are 
designed  to  be  less  lethal  than  the  standard  civilian  hunting 
armaments.  These  "weapons  of  war"  are  designed  to  wound, 
not  kill.  Personally,  given  the  option  of  being  shot  by  either 
"horrible  weapon(s)  of  destruction"  such  as  the  AK  or  MAC  11 
(banned)  versus  a  Remington  870  12-gauge  shotgun  (not 
banned).  I'll  take  the  assault  weapon. 

4)  Dr.  Milzman  notes  the  financial  crisis  affecting  our  trauma 
centers.  Here  I  take  no  issue  with  him.  There  is  indeed  a 
financial  crisis,  but  is  it  caused  by  the  assault  weapons  you  are 
attempting  to  ban?  These  weapons  are  not  the  weapon  of 
choice  of  criminals  and  are  not  a  common  source  of  injuries  in 
trauma  centers.  Dr.  Michael  B.  McGonigal  and  his  colleagues 
evaluated  all  firearm  deaths  in  Philadelphia  in  1985  and  1990. 
The  reason  for  this  study  was  the  escalation  in  firearm 
violence  in  the  nation  cind  specifically  in  their  city.  Firearm 
homicides  rose  firom  145  in  1985  to  324  in  1990.  "Assault  or 
military-style  rifles  were  not  used  in  either  year."  (McGonigal. 
et.  al.  Urban  Firearm  Deaths:  A  Five  year  Perspective.  Journal  of 
Trauma.  Vol.  35.  pp  532-537.  1993).  Dr.  Ordog  and  his 
colleagues  evaluated  16.316  patients  with  extremity  gunshot 
wounds  in  Los  Angeles  between  1978  and  1992.  In  Table  7  they 
note  that  of  the  13.237  wounds  where  a  specific  weapon  could 
be  determined  a  total  of  6.2%  occurred  from  all  rifles.  (Ordog. 
et.  al.  Extremity  Gunshot  Wounds:  Part  I  -  Identification  and 
Treatment  Of  Patients  with  High  Risk  of  Vascular  Injury. 
Journal  of  Trauma.  Vol.  6.  pp  358-367.  1994).  Where  then  is 
this  tide  of  rising  injuries  created  by  these  weapons  that  Dr. 
Milzman  notes?  Are  there  too  many  gunshot  wound  injuries? 
Yes!  WiU  your  bill  effect  them?  No! 

Dr.  Milzman  notes  the  importance  of  the  combined  work  of 
legislators  and  physicians  in  questions  of  the  public  health.  I.  again. 
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find  myself  in  agreement  with  Dr.  Milzman.  But  If  you  woulc 
legislate,  please  make  it  effective  and  based  on  fact,  not  on  emotion 
If  these  guns  are  not  used  in  significant  numbers  in  crime,  and  do 
not  cause  significant  numbers  of  injuries,  why  should  they  need 
further  control?  If  it  is  their  potential  lethality  that  is  concerning, 
why  are  we  not  banning  equally  or  more  dangerous  weapons  such 
as  shotguns?  As  Dr.  Milzman  said,  the  work  of  medicine  and  law  in 
Drunk  Driving  Legislation  is  an  excellent  model  of  cooperation.  You 
will  please  note  that  it  was  behavior  that  was  proscribed.  No  cars 
were  banned. 

The  items  which  define  assault  weapons  in  this  legislation  and 
which  therefore,  must  account  for  their  danger  seem  a  bit  confusing 
to  me  from  a  public  health  standpoint.  For  example,  flash 
suppressors,  referred  to  in  the  bill's  definition  of  "assault  weapons," 
are  not  well  known  for  causing  injuries.  Yet  another  weapon  defined 
as  an  "assault  weapon"  for  purposes  of  the  legislation  is  grenade 
launchers.  Obviously,  grenades  do  not  seem  to  be  a  significant 
health  menace,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  and  certainly  in  my 
seven  years  of  practice  I  have  not  been  aware  of  bayonet  charges 
(bayonets  are  also  included  in  the  definition)  creating  significant 
numbers  of  injuries. 

Medicine  and  legislation  are  perhaps  different.  When  I  treat  a 
patient.  I  try  to  cure  the  patient  by  repairing  the  basic  cause  of  the 
problem.  The  symptoms  resolve  as  the  root  of  the  disease  is  fixed.  In 
cases  of  Incurable  disease.  I  tell  the  patient  and  then  treat  the 
symptoms,  palliating  the  pain,  and  giving  us  both  something  to  do 
while  we  wait  for  the  Inevitable.  This  bill  and  others  like  it  never 
touch  the  root  cause  of  our  disease  of  violence.  And  if  our 
government  has  concluded  that  this  country  is  not  salvageable  and 
all  you  can  do  is  produce  "feelgood"  legislation,  such  as  H.R.  3527,  to 
make  yourselves  and  hopefully  a  majority  of  your  constituents 
"comfortable"  during  the  remaining  time,  so  be  it.  But  please,  at  least 
have  the  courage  and  courtesy  to  tell  us  your  diagnosis  and 
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prognosis. 

This  is  not  a  crime  bill,  it  is  a  pain  pill.  It  may  have  some 
soothing  properties,  but  these  will  be  fleeting  and  then  you  will  need 
another  and  another.  However,  the  problem  remains  untouched  and 
festering. 

I  have  a  family  whom  I  love  and  cherish.  They  too  are  at  risk.  I 
ask  you  to  devote  your  time  and  considerable  intelligence  to  their 
protection  from  harm,  not  toward  providing  an  analgesic.  Please 
don't  allow  "doctrine"  to  keep  you  from  doing  what  is  correct. 
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on  the  effects  of  penetrating  projectiles,  including  the  chapter 
"Missile  Caused  Wounds"  in  the  current  (1988  edition)  of  Emergency 
War  Surgery  -  The  NATO  Handbook  He  has  represented  the  United 
States  Government  at  various  international  conferences  concerning 
war  surgery,  weapon  limitations,  and  wound  ballistics.  He  received 
the  Army  Meritorious  Service  Medal  (1986)  and  the  Legion  of  Merit 
(1991)  for  his  wound  ballistics  research  and  his  applications  of  this 
research   to  improving  care  of  the   wounded. 
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First,   I  will   address   a  few  of  the  myths   that  have   been   presented   In 
support  of  H.  R.  3527: 


MYTH  --  "Assault  rifles"  were  designed  exclusively  for  killing 
people. 

FACT  --  The  military  "assault  rifle"  and  the  full-metal -jacketed 
bullets  designed  for  it  were  specifically  designed  to  wound  -- 
not  to  kill.  The  construction  of  a  bullet  is  more  important  than 
its  velocity  in  determining  its  lethality:  military  "assault  rifle" 
bullets  are  restricted  by  international  law  (The  Hague 
Convention  of  1899)  to  the  type  which  is  much  more  likely  to 
wound  than  to  kill. 

MYTH  --  "High  velocity"  bullets  fired  by  "assault  weapons" 
cause  more  damage,  and  greater  lethality,  than  penetrating 
projectiles   fired   from   other  firearms. 

FACT  -  The  decreased  lethality  of  "assault  rifle"  bullets, 
compared  to  projectiles  fired  from  civilian  weapons  such  as 
shotguns,  has  been  demonstrated  in  every  wound  ballistics 
laboratory  that  has  studied  them,  on  every  battlefield,  and  in 
every  civilian  shooting  incident  where  they  have  been  used.  In 
the  most  famous  civilian  incident  (which  initiated  the  current 
media/political  frenzy),  Patrick  Purdy  shot  35  children  on  a 
Stockton,  CA,  schoolyard  on  17  January  1989.  using  an  AK-47 
rifle   and  full-metal-jacketed   bullets.     Five  were  killed   —   but  30 
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were  wounded  and  recovered.  A  study  of  the  rifle  and  bullets 
that  Purdy  used,  including  a  review  of  the  autopsies  of  those 
killed,  was  published  in  The  American  Journal  of  Forensic 
Medicine  and  Pathology,  in  1990,  and  is  attached  to  this 
testimony.  Far  from  being  more  lethal  than  common  civilian 
firearms,  the  "assault  rifle"  has  proven  to  be  uniformly  less 
lethal  than  the  shotgun  in  civilian  shooting  incidents.  If  we 
compare  the  lethality  from  incidents  in  which  "assault  rifles" 
were  used  with  those  in  which  shotguns  were  used  we  find: 

"ASSAULT  RIFLE"  SHOOTINGS: 

The  Stockton  schoolyard  shootings;  five  were  killed 
and   30   were   wounded. 

The  FBI  "Miami  shootout"  of  11  April  1986:  two  FBI 
agents   were   killed   and   five   were   wounded. 

A  Louisville,  KY,  shooting  of  14  September  1989; 
Joseph  Wesbecker  killed  six  and  wounded  14 
(although  two  of  the  wounded  did  die  later). 

TOTALS   --  62  shot:   13  killed  and  49  wounded 
20.9%  of  those  shot  were  killed 

SHOTGUN  SHOOTINGS: 

On  24  July  1984.  at  a  McDonalds  restaurant  in  San 
Ysidro,  CA;  James  Huberty,  killed  21  killed  and 
wounded    11. 

On  16  Feb  1988,  at  the  ESL  Compyter  Co.,  in 
Sunnyvale,  CA;     seven  were  killed  and  four  wounded. 

On  12  July  1989,  in  Luxiol,  France;  Christian  Dornier 
killed    14   and   wounded   seven. 

TOTALS    -  64  shot:  42  killed  and  22  wounded 
65.6%  of  those  shot  were  killed 


MYTH   --  A  large  percentage  of  the  gunshot  wounds  seen  in  our 
urban   trauma  centers   are   caused   by   "assault  rifles." 
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FACT  --  The  FBI  Uniform  Crime  Report  statistics  (for  the  most 
recent  year  available  --  1992)  show  that  only  3.1%  of 
homicides  from  firearms  were  caused  by  all  rifles.  "Assault 
rifles"  comprise  only  a  small  fraction  of  this  3.1%.  The  medical 
literature  and  other  sources  show  the  same  very  small 
involvement  of  "assault  rifles"  in  homicides: 

In  a  series  of  urban  homicides  caused  by  firearms  reported 
recently  from  Philadelphia,  rifles  were  found  to  be  the 
wounding  agent  in  only  1.9%  of  the  cases.  (J  Trauma  35(4):532- 
537,    1993) 

In  a  refreshing  display  of  honesty,  John  Stossel  recently 
presented  ("Are  We  Scaring  Ourselves  to  Death?"  ABC  TV,  21 
April  1994)  an  expose  of  how  media  coverage  has  deceived  the 
public  into  believing  that  far  more  violence  involving  firearms 
(including  "assault  rifles")  is  occurring  than  is  actually  the  case. 
He  used  unimpeachable  evidence,  including  the  FBI  Uniform 
Crime  Reports,  to  show  that  violence,  per  capita,  is  actually 
decreasing  in  our  society.  Anybody  who  has  difficulty 
believing  this  needs  to  see  Mr.  Stossel's  remarkable  report. 


If  "assault  rifles"  do  not  cause  wounds  that  are  more  lethal  than 
those  caused  by  other  civilian  weapons,  such  as  shotguns;  and  if  they  do 
not  cause  a  significant  percentage  of  the  gunshot  wounds  being  treated  in 
urban  hospitals  --  and  these  are  not  opinions,  but  proven  facts  available  to 
any  open-minded,  honest,  investigator  --  why  would  presumably  well 
reputed  physicians  claim  the  opposite?  Unfortunately,  we  do  not  have  to 
look  far  to.  discover  the  oldest  motive  known  to  mankind  —  personal  gain 
--  to  explain  this  deception.  Emergency  room  physicians  and  trauma 
specialists  have  discovered  what  politicians  have  known  for  a  long  time  — 
that  the  anti-gun  lobby  can  provide  unparalleled  media  exposure.  They 
have  found  that  they  can  use  that  exposure  to  promote  their  own  political 
agendas:  in  the  case  of  the  emergency  room  physicians  and  trauma 
specialists  that  agenda  is  to  attract  enough  attention  to  increase 
government  funding   for  their  facilities  and   institutions. 


85-080  0-95-8 


222 

Testimony  of  Martin  L.  Fackler,  MD  Page  4 

I  am  saddened  to  see  some  of  my  colleagues  using  their  scientific 
credentials  to  gain  the  opportunity  to  present  testimony  that  is  the 
antithesis  of  scientific  discourse.  Scientists  communicate  with  precision  in 
terms  that  are  clear  and  meaningful  -  to  inform  rather  than  to  inflame. 
Emotionally  charged  adjectives  such  as  "horrible"  and  "massive"  are  the 
currency  of  the  politician,  not  the  scientist.  Scientists  would  use  numerical 
ranges  (e.g.  1000  to  1500  ft/sec)  rather  than  the  imprecise  "high- velocity" 
to  avoid  confusion.  It  will  come  as  a  surprise  to  most  that  the  AK-47,  the 
world's  most  widespread  "assault  rifle"  fires  a  bullet  with  a  muzzle  velocity 
of  about  2300  ft/sec  -  200  ft/sec  lower  than  the  most  popular  definition 
of  "high  velocity"  (over  2500  ft/sec).  Scientists  do  not  express  opinions 
without  the  support  of  facts.  When  a  scientist  does  succumb  to  temptation 
and  adopts  the  jargon  and  methods  of  the  politician  --  he  or  she  becomes 
one  —  and  longer  deserves  the  respect  of  the  public  and  the  scientific 
community. 

Lastly,  the  honest  investigator,  when  faced  with  a  problem,  will  first 
study  the  history  of  that  problem  or  similar  problems.  He  or  she  will  learn 
what  solutions  have  been  tried  --  and  whether  or  not  they  worked.  The 
experience  of  the  state  of  California  with  their  "assault  rifle"  law  should  be 
studied  thoroughly  by  the  proponents  of  H.  R.  3527.  Statistics  from  gun 
stores  indicate  that  the  number  of  "assault  rifles"  in  California  increased 
about  fourfold  before  their  law  was  passed.  After  the  law  went  into  effect, 
the  numbers  of  citizens  who  obeyed  the  law  and  registered  their  weapons 
has  been  estimated  to  be  no  more  than  10%  of  those  who  were  required  to 
do  so.  California  has  thus  experienced  wholesale  public  disobedience  of 
what  is  recognized  as  an  irrational  law*. 

In  view  of  the  growing  disrespect  for  our  legislative  processes,  the 
United  States  cannot  afford  to  pass  laws  that  are  likely  to  produce 
widespread  disobedience,  such  as  occurred  in  California  in  response  to 
their  "assault  rifle"  law  --  that  would  only  take  us  a  large  step  closer  to 
anarchy. 


Those  who  doubt  these  facts  are  encouraged  to  contact  Mr.  Paul  Bishop.  Esquire,  Assistant 
Attorney  General  of  the  State  of  California,  who  is  charged  with  the  difficult  duty  of  enforcing  a 
law   that   he,   himself,  recognizes  as  irrational   and  unenforceable. 
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It  is  clearly  apparent  that  the  scientific  aspects  of  the  "assault  rifles," 
and  the  broader  issue  of  gun  ownership  in  the  United  States,  have  been 
confused  rather  than  helped  by  the  hearings  on  H.  R.  3727.  There  exists  a 
taxpayer  supported  group  of  unbiased  scientists  with  impeccable 
credentials  whose  mission  is  to  sort  out,  for  Congress,  the  truth  in  complex 
issues  involving  science  --  the  Office  of  Technology  Assessment  (OTA). 
Why  have  they  not  been  asked  to  study  this  issue?  The  OTA  chooses  an 
advisory  panel  of  those  who  have  proven  expertise  on  the  subjects  they 
study,  and  they  investigate,  in  depth,  the  scientific  issues:  they  separate 
facts  from  opinions.  The  Congress  and  the  American  public  need  their 
advice,  rather  than  politically  motivated  hyperbole,  as  a  basis  on  which  to 
base  any  legislation  on  this  complex  issue. 

Martin  L.  Fackler.  MD 


P 


224 


Tht  American  Journal  ofFortmic  Medicine  and  Paiholofy    11(31:  ISi-tS9.  1990. 


O  1990  Raven  Press.  Ltd..  New  York 


Wounding  Effects  of  the  AK-47  Rifle  Used  by  Patrick 
Purdy  in  the  Stockton,  California,  Schoolyard  Shooting  of 
January  17,  1989 


Martin  L.  Fackler,  m.d.,  John  A.  Malinowski,  B.s.,  Stephen  W.  Hoxie,  b.s.,  and 
Alexander  Jason,  b.a. 


The  limited  disniption  produced  in  tissue  simulant  by  the 
rifle  and  bullets  used  in  the  Stockton,  California,  school- 
yard shooting  is  entirely  consistent  with  the  autopsy 
reports  on  the  five  children  who  died  of  their  wounds.  It 
is  also  entirely  consistent  with  well-documented  battle- 
field studies  and  with  previous  tissue-simulant  studies 
from  many  laboratories.  It  is  inconsistent  with  many 
exaggerated  accounts  of  assault-rifle  wounding  effects 
described  by  the  media  in  the  aftermath  of  this  incident. 
This  information  should  be  documented  for  the  historical 
record.  However,  the  critical  reason  for  correcting  the 
misconceptions  produced  by  media  reaction  to  this  inci- 
dent is  to  prevent  inappropriate  gunshot-wound  treat- 
ment. 

Key  Words:  AK-47  rifle— Wound  ballistics— Military  rifle 
bullets— Assault  rifle— Ballistic  injury— Wound  treat- 
ment. 


On  January  17,  1989,  Patrick  Purdy  used  a  semiau- 
tomatic AK-47  Chinese  military-type  rifle  (Norinco, 
serial  no.  MS010963)  to  fire  104  shots  into  a  school- 
yard filled  with  children  in  Stockton,  California, 
U.S.A.  All  of  the  bullets  that  Purdy  fired  were  124- 
grain  full-metal-jacketed  military  type  loaded  in  7.62 
X  39-mm  cartridges  made  by  the  Federal  Canridge 
Company  of  Anoka,  Minnesota  (documented  in  the 
Stockton  Criminalistics  Laboratory  by  identification 
of  the  empty  cartridge  cases  recovered  from  the  crime 
scene).  Thirty-five  of  those  in  the  schoolyard  were 
injured  by  Purdy's  bullets.  Of  the  35  wounded.  30 
were  treated  in  eight  hospitals  and  survived  their 
wounds.  Five  died  in  the  schoolyard. 

The  media  seized  on  the  Stockton  incident  with 
sensationalistic  zeal.  Distortions,  exaggerations, 
and  uninformed  assumptions  were  presented  as 
fact.  Subsequent  corrections  of  factual  errors  were, 
in  most  cases,  ignored.  The  public  and  medical 
personnel  called  upon  to  treat  shooting  victims  have 
consequently  been  deprived  of  the  established  facts 
about  the  true  effects  of  assault  rifles.  These  failings 
have  made  this  report  necessary.  To  be  dealt  with 
appropriately,  the  gunshot- wound  problem  must  be 
approached  with  verified  facts  and  competently 
collected  data. 


From  the  Directorate  of  Combat  Trauma  Management,  Let- 
terman  Anny  Institute  of  Research,  Presidio  of  San  Francisco, 
California. 

Address  correspondence  and  reprint  requests  to  M.L.  Fack- 
ler, M.D.,  Directorate  of  Combat  Trauma  Management.  Letter- 
man  Army  Institute  of  Research,  Presidio  of  San  Francisco.  CA 
94129,  U.S.A. 

Work  of  the  U.S.  Government;  not  subject  to  copyright  in  the 
United  States.  The  opinions  and  assertions  contained  herein  are 
the  private  views  of  the  authors  and  are  not  to  be  construed  as 
official  nor  do  they  reflect  the  views  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army  or  the  Department  of  Defense  (AR  360-5). 


METHODS 

Eight  shots  were  fired  from  a  distance  of  3  m  into 
25  X  25  X  50-cm  blocks  of  10%  ordnance  gelatin 
placed  end  to  end  at  4°C  gelatin  temperature.  This 
gelatin  has  been  shown  to  reproduce  the  projectile 
deformation  and  penetration  depth  seen  in  living 
animal  muscle  (1).  A  sufficient  number  of  gelatin 
blocks  were  placed  end  to  end  to  capture  the  entire 
projectile  path.  The  rifle  was  fired  from  a  fixed  rest. 
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TABLE  1.  Bullet  penetration  and  yaw  in  tissue  simulant 


Shot 

Veloaty 

Penetration 

Yaw  begins 

no. 

Make/type 

(m/s) 

(cm) 

(cm) 

1 

FedFMJ 

678 

72 

10 

2 

FedFMJ 

671 

78.5 

17 

3 

FedFMJ 

672 

74 

10 

4 

FedFMJ 

681 

77.5 

17.5 

5 

FedFMJ 

678 

66+ 

14 

6 

WWSP 

692 

35 

NA 

7 

WWFMJ 

678 

72 

12 

8 

Nonnco  FMJ 

716 

76 

20 

Make:  FED.  federal;  and  WW.  Winchester-Western.  Type: 
FMJ.  lull-metal  jacket:  and  SP,  soft  point. 


Five  shots  were  fired  using  the  Federal  124-grain 
fuU-meial-jacketed  ammunition  found  in  Purdy's  pos- 
session. This  was  identical  to  the  ammunition  fired  in 
the  Stockton  schoolyard.  One  shot  each  was  also  fired 
using  a  Winchester- Western  full-metal-jacketed  bul- 
let, a  full-metal-jacketed  bullet  of  Chmese  manufac- 
ture (Nonnco),  and  a  Winchester- Western  123-grain 
soft-point  bullet.  All  of  these  bullet  types  were  found 
in  Purdy's  possession.  Velocity  was  recorded  and 
tissue  disruption  measured  as  described  in  the  wound 
profile  methodology  (1). 

Autopsy  reports  on  the  five  children  who  died  of 
their  wounds  were  reviewed,  and  hospitals  where 
the  survivors  were  treated  were  contacted  for  fol- 
low-up information. 

RESULTS 

Numerical  results  of  the  shots  are  listed  in  Table 
1.  Figure  1  shows  the  five  Federal  full-metal-jack- 
eted bullei-;  recovered  from  the  gelatin  blocks.  The 
last  bullet  on  the  right,  listed  as  number  5  in  Table 


FIG.  1.  Bullets  loaded  In  Purdys  AK-47  clip.  (Top)  The 
unfired  7.62  x  39-mm  (AK-47)  cartridge  with  full-metal- 
jacketed  bullet.  (Far  left,  bottom)  Unfired  bullet.  Compare 
with  the  fired  bullets  (recovered  from  gelatin  tissue  simu- 
lant) at  the  right  Note  the  flattening  of  the  fired  bullets. 
The  bullet  on  the  far  right  ex\te6  the  gelatin  and  struck  the 
range  wall. 


FIG.  2.  Bullet-cartndge  set  {lelfj:  7.62  x  39-mm  (AK-47) 
Chinese  (Nonnco)  full-metal-jacketed.  steel-core  bullet 
Bullet-cartndge  set  (center):  7.62  x  39-mm  soft-point 
hunting  cartridge.  Winchester-Western,  lead-core  unfired 
bullet.  Fired  soft-point  bullet  (nghl):  bullet  and  fragments 
recovered  from  gelatin. 


1 .  passed  out  the  side  of  the  gelatin  block  (at  66-cm 
penetration  depth)  and  struck  the  wall  of  the  shoot- 
ing range.  These  Federal  bullets  have  a  copper 
jacket  and  a  lead  core;  they  all  deformed  slightly  in 
the  gelatin  (bases  flattened  to  ~5  x  9.5  mm;  see  Fig. 
I).  The  bases  of  these  Federal  full-metal-jacketed 
bullets  were  unusual;  they  had  a  conical  depression 
~4  mm  deep  in  the  lead  core.  A  similar  depression 
has  been  seen  in  only  one  bullet  previously  shot  in 
our  laboratory — the  7.62  x  54  R.  used  in  Russian 
and  Chinese  light  machine  guns  and  sniper  rifles. 
The  Winchester-Western  full-metal-jacketed  bullet 
(no.  7,  Table  1)  performed  identically  to  the  Federal 
bullets.  The  Norinco  full-metal-jacketed  bullet  did 
not  deform  at  all,  as  expected,  because  its  mostly 
steel  core  is  much  more  resistant  to  compression 
than  is  lead,  as  shown  second  from  the  left  in  Fig.  2. 

The  maximum  temporary  cavity  diameters  esti- 
mated from  the  radial  cracks  m  the  gelatin  (1)  were 
all  14-16  cm  in  diameter,  and  their  location  was  at  a 
penetration  depth  of  6-12  cm  deeper  than  the  loca- 
tion where  bullet  yaw  began  (see  Fig.  3). 

Deformation  of  the  Winchester-Western  soft- 
point  bullet  included  a  flattened  tip,  a  diameter 
expanded  to  15  x  16.5  mm,  and  a  22%  loss  of 
weight  through  fragmentation  (see  bottom  right. 
Fig.  2);  its  temporary  cavity  began  after  only  a  few 
centimeters  of  penetration,  where  the  bullet  had 
expanded. 

Summary  of  Autopsy  Findings 

(a)  In  each  child,  the  bullet  passed  through  a  vital 
structure:  the  head  in  one  case,  the  heart  in  one.  the 
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FIG.  3.  Wound  profile  of  tfie  military  AK-47  bullet  sfiows  the  typical  long  distance  of 
penetration  (25  cm)  before  significant  bullet  yaw  begins.  This  explains  the  clinical  experi- 
ence that  many  wounds  from  this  weapon  resemble  those  caused  by  much  lower-velocity 
handgun  bullets. 


liver  in  one,  the  lungs  in  one,  and  the  aorta  and 
spinal  cord  in  one. 

(b)  On  two  occasions,  a  second  shot  was  reported 
to  have  passed  through  a  hand  and,  in  one  case, 
through  a  foot.  In  one  of  the  hand  perforations,  it  is 
unequivocal  that  a  second  shot,  rather  than  the 
same  shot,  had  perforated  two  body  parts:  the 
bullet  had  passed  through  the  sternum,  the  heart, 
and  then  through  a  vertebral  body,  and  was  found 
just  under  the  skin  of  the  back.  This  was  the  only 
bullet  retained  in  the  body  on  any  of  the  autopsies. 

(c)  The  weights  of  the  children  were  20,  18,  26, 
19,  and  25  kg. 

(d)  The  largest  tissue  disruption  in  any  of  the 
organs  was  -3.81  cm,  in  the  right  lobe  of  the  liver. 

(e)  There  was  no  damage  to  any  organ  not  hit 
directly  by  a  bullet. 

DISCUSSION 

The  action  of  all  of  the  fiill-metal-jacketed  bullets 
followed  the  basic  pattern  described  previously  (2) 
and  shown  in  the  wound  profile  (Fig.  3).  The 
Federal  full-metal-jacketed  bullets  used  by  Purdy 
are  of  flat  base  design  and  shorter  than  the  military 
rounds  (compare  Figs.  1  and  2).  Their  mean  pene- 
tration distance  before  significant  yaw  (13.7  cm)  is 
considerably  shorter  than  that  of  the  AK-47  military 
round  as  shown  on  the  wound  profile  (25  cm)  and 
that  seen  in  shot  no.  7  (20  cm). 

That  86%  of  the  wounded  survived  is  not  surpris- 
ing to  those  who  are  familiar  with  the  relatively  mild 
wounding  characteristics  of  the  AK-47  military 
round  (3).  The  Russian/Chinese  military  full-metal- 
jacketed  AK-47  bullets,  with  steel  cores,  do  not 
deform  on  striking  the  body,  unless  they  hit  bone. 


These  AK-47  bullets  characteristically  travel  point- 
forward  until  they  penetrate  25  cm  of  tissue.  Only 
when  this  type  of  bullet  yaws,  turning  sideways 
during  its  path,  does  it  cause  significantly  increased 
disruption  (Fig.  3).  Therefore,  many  AK-47  shots 
will  pass  through  the  body,  causing  no  greater 
damage  than  that  produced  by  nonexpanding  hand- 
gun bullets.  The  limited  tissue  disruption  produced 
by  this  weapon  in  the  Stockton  schoolyard  is  con- 
sistent with  well-documented  data  from  Vietnam 
(the  Wound  Data  and  Munitions  Effectiveness 
Team  collected  -700  cases  of  AK-47  hits),  as  well 
as  with  controlled  research  studies  from  wound 
ballistics  laboratories  (2-4). 

Our  study  shows  that  the  Federal  fuU-metal-jack- 
eted  bullets  used  by  Purdy  yaw  (increase  the  angle 
between  the  bullet  long  axis  and  the  bullet  path)  at  a 
shallower  penetration  depth  than  the  standard  Rus- 
sian/Chinese military  ammunition.  Ordinarily,  this 
action  should  make  these  bullets  more  disruptive. 
However,  the  children  shot  were  small  (18-26  kg), 
obviously  increasing  the  chances  for  a  bullet  to  pass 
through  the  body  before  yawing  to  a  significant  de- 
gree, and  undoubtedly  contributing  to  the  high  sur- 
vival rate.  The  slight  flattening  seen  in  the  lead-core 
Federal  bullets  does  not  significantly  increase  the 
wound  size.  The  magnitude  of  the  tissue  disruption 
reported  from  the  fatal  wounds  inflicted  by  the  AK^7 
bullets  fired  by  Purdy  was,  in  fact,  no  greater  than  that 
produced  by  many  common  handgun  bullets. 

Much  of  the  media  coverage  generated  by  the 
Stockton  shooting  has  contained  misstatements  and 
exaggerations.  The  myth  of  "shock  waves"  re- 
sounding from  these  "high  velocity"  bullets  "pul- 
verizing bones  and  exploding  organs"  (even  if  they 
were  not  hit  by  the  bullet)  "like  a  bomb"  going  off  in 
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the  body  was  repeated  by  the  media,  in  certain  cases 
even  after  they  were  furnished  solid  evidence  that 
disproved  these  absurdities  (5).  None  of  the  autopsies 
showed  damage  beyond  the  projectile  path.  One  "ex- 
pert" was  quoted  as  stating  that  the  death  rate  from 
"assault  weapons  .  .  .  approaches  50  percent"  (6). 
Another,  reporting  on  the  effects  of  "high  speed" 
bullets,  stated  that  "most  of  those  hit  in  an  extremity 
will  end  up  with  amputations.  If  you're  hit  in  the 
trunk,  it  becomes  a  lethal  injury.  .  ."  (7)  In  the 
Stockton  schoolyard,  the  death  rate  was  14%  and 
none  of  the  victims  died  later  or  required  exu-emity 
amputation.  Extensive  war-wound  exfjerience 
(Wound  Data  and  Munitions  Effectiveness  Team  in- 
formation on  1,400  cases  of  rifle  wounds  from  the 
Vietnam  conflict)  and  laboratory  studies  with  the 
AK-47  are  consistent  with  the  Stockton  injuries  (2-4), 
The  first  author  of  this  report  has  treated  many 
noniethal  trunk  wounds  from  a  variety  of  assault 
rifles.  In  his  experience,  extremity  wounds  from  these 
weapons  requiring  amputation  are  extremely  rare. 
The  assault  rifle  fires  a  bullet  that  is  intermediate  in 
power  between  the  bullets  of  regular  infantry  rifles 
and  handguns.  Trunk  wounds  are  lethal  when  this 
bullet  hits  vital  structures,  as  is  supported  by  the 
autopsy  findings  from  Stockton. 

Pertinent  to  the  material  reviewed  for  this  report, 
the  Chief  of  Police  of  San  Jose,  Joseph  D.  McNa- 
mara,  stated  that  "one  bullet  hitting  a  child  in 
Stockton,  took  out  his  entire  stomach."  (8)  Our 
review  of  the  autopsy  reports  shows  that  only  one 
of  the  children  killed  by  Purdy  in  the  Stockton 
schoolyard  had  stomach  damage.  The  report  states, 
"Stomach:  There  is  a  perforating  wound  of  the 
antrum  due  to  passage  of  the  bullet.  The  stomach  is 
otherwise  normal.  There  is  no  spillage  of  gastric 
contents."  An  unsuspecting  public  and  medical 
community  might  accept  Chief  McNamara's  highly 
exaggerated  description  as  fact. 

The  exaggerated  description  of  assault-rifle  ef- 
fects by  the  media  has  had  the  pernicious  effect  of 
causing  an  unprecedented  demand  for  assault  rifles. 
Estimates  from  sales  figures  indicate  that  the  num- 
ber of  these  weapons  m  California  greatly  increased 
after  the  Stockton  shooting. 

Overstated  assault-rifle  effects  could  also  prejudice 
inexperienced  surgeons  toward  the  already  wide- 
spread fallacy  that  great  amounts  of  tissue  must  be 
excised  when  treating  wounds  made  by  projectiles 
assumed  to  be  of  high  velocity  (3,9),  possibly  making 
the  treatment  worse  than  the  wound. 

We  suggest  that  the  media  preference  for  dra- 
matic exaggerations  and  quoting  unqualified  pseu- 
doexperts,  has  done  a  great  public  disservice. 


Mercy  and  Houk,  in  their  editorial  "Firearms  in- 
jury: a  call  for  science"  (10),  make  a  strong  plea  for 
"the  application  of  sound  scientific  principles  ...  to 
acquire  the  information  needed  to  identify  successful 
strategies  to  prevent  firearm  injuries." 

Our  work  of  the  past  8  years  has  centered  around 
identifying  and  correcting  misconceptions  that  have 
permeated  the  field  of  balhstic  injury,  and  our 
findings  strongly  support  Mercy  and  Houk's  appeal 
for  sound  science  ( 1 1 ,  12).  As  a  caution  to  those  who 
would  collect  data  on  shootings,  some  potential 
sources  of  error  inherent  in  this  field  must  be 
delineated: 

(a)  Many  shootings  result  in  legal  action.  Falsifi- 
cation of  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  inci- 
dent (range  of  fire,  type  of  weapon,  intermediate 
targets,  and  so  forth),  intentionally  or  through  igno- 
rance, is  common.  A  good  appreciation  of  the 
wounding  characteristics  produced  by  common 
firearms  is  mandatory  to  recognize  inconsistencies. 
Verification  of  the  weapon,  bullet  type,  and  circum- 
stances is  necessary  to  separate  fact  from  rumor. 

(b)  Firearm  nomenclature  is  irrational  and  con- 
fusing. For  example,  a  30-30.  a  303  Bntish.  a  300 
Savage,  a  30-06,  a  308,  a  .30  Carbine,  a  7.62  NATO, 
a  30-40  Krag,  and  several  magnums,  all  shoot  a 
30-cahber  bullet  [of  7.62-mm  (0.308-inch)  diameter]. 
These  bullets  are  of  varying  weights  and  types,  each 
producing  a  characteristic,  but  distinctly  different, 
damage  profile  in  the  body.  Unless  the  investigators 
are  extremely  competent  in  firearm  technology,  a 
Firearms  Examiner  from  the  local  Criminalistics 
Laboratory  should  be  a  member  of  any  research 
team  expecting  to  gather  valid  data. 

(c)  Distortion  of  scientific  method,  oftentimes  to 
substantiate  emotional  arguments  or  to  increase 
publicity  and  political  action,  poses  an  especially 
serious  threat  in  the  field  of  gunshot  injury.  Shoot- 
ing watermelons  for  television  demonstration  and 
then  claiming  identical  effects  in  the  human  body  is 
a  good  example  of  such  distortion.  The  human  body 
certainly  possesses  a  great  deal  more  elasticity  and 
resiliency  than  a  watermelon. 

These  formidable  barriers  to  the  accurate  study 
of  firearm  injuries  must  be  clearly  recognized  and 
properly  managed  to  obtain  valid  data. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Gunshot  wounds  pose  a  serious  problem.  Any 
sensible  solution  demands  sober  consideration  of 
valid  data  on  wound  frequency,  severity,  circum- 
stances, and  treatment.  Considering  the  thousands 
of  shootings  in  our  urban  areas  each  year,  a  nation- 
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ally  based  program  of  competent  and  scientifically 
sound  data  collection  could  define  the  problem 
realistically  and  objectively.  Only  by  using  verified 
facts  can  a  responsible  plan  of  action,  unfettered  by 
emotionalism  and  misinformation,  be  formulated.  A 
clear  understanding  of  bullet  effects  is  mandatory 
for  valid  research  in  ballistic  injury  and  rational 
treatment  of  gunshot  wounds.  D 
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My  name  is  Dr.  Timothy  Wheeler,  M.D.  I  specialize  in  the  field  of 
medicine  known  as  otolaryngology  in  Fontana,  California.  I  am  also  the 
Chair  of  Doctors  for  Responsible  Gun  Ownership,  a  physician  based 
grassroots  organization  that  was  formed  for  the  purpose  of  assuring 
balance  and  credible  research  in  the  debate  on  firearms  ownership  as  a 
public  health  issue.  I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  enter  this  written 
statement  for  the  record  regarding  H.R.  3527,  "Public  Safety  and 
Recreational  Firearms  Use  Protection  Act,"  otherwise  known  as  the 
"assault  weapons"  ban  proposal. 

A  ban  on  "assault  weapons"  is  now  held  out  as  a  realistic  remedy  for 
violent  crime  in  America.  Fueled  by  emotion  rather  than  facts,  some  gun 
prohibitionists  have  promoted  a  false  hope  that  banning  these  firearms 
will  somehow  reduce  gun  deaths.  The  American  Medical  Associations 
Council  on  Scientific  Affairs,  citing  a  very  unscientific  source  (Handgun 
Control  Inc.)  declared  "...assault  weapons  are  meant  to  be  spray  fired  from 
the  hip."  If  these  doctors  had  any  training  at  all  in  firearms  they  would 
know  that  semi-automatic  firearms,  like  any  other  non-fully  automatic 
firearms,  are  meant  to  be  aimed.  "Spray  and  pray"  is  poor  technique  and 
irresponsible  gun  use. 

Doctors  for  Responsible  Gun  Ownership  makes  a  plea  to  the 
Subcommittee  to  consider  facts,  not  emotion,  in  crafting  legislation.  We 
ask  you  to  consider  the  following: 

1)  "Assault  weapons"  account  for  only  0-3%  of  guns  used  in  violent 
crimes.  This  is  true  even  in  the  high  drug-related  crime 
metropolitan   areas. 

2)  "Assault  weapons"  fire  only  one  bullet  at  a  time,  with  one  pull  of 
the  trigger  required  for  each  bullet  fired.  The  rate  of  fire  is  in  the 
same  range  as  that  of  a  standard  revolver. 
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3)  A  semi-automatic  "assault  weapons"  ban  in  California  has  been 
an  abject  failure.  Of  over  300,000  affected  semi-automatic  guns  in 
the  state,  fewer  than  50,000  have  been  registered.  This  law  created 
several  hundred  thousand  new  criminals  from  people  who  previously 
were  law-abiding  gun  owners.  Worse,  no  reduction  in  violent  crime 
has  been  shown  to  have  resulted  from  the  ban. 

The  Los  Angeles  riots  turned  parts  of  my  community  into  a  lawless 
nightmare.  Courageous  citizens  used  a  variety  of  firearms  including 
semi-automatic  assault  weapons  to  defend  their  lives  and  property  from 
assault,  arson,  and  looting.  No  police  were  available.  High  capacity 
magazines  and  efficient  semi-automatic  rifle  actions  were  the  most 
effective  firearms  for  citizens  to  use  for  self-defense  until  the  police 
arrived.  Some  of  these  citizens  were  Korean-American  merchants,  their 
families  new  to  America.  Still  they  taught  us  a  lesson  that  many 
Americans  have  forgotten  -  armed  self-defense  is  the  citizen's  last 
bulwark   against   civil   disorder. 

Doctors  for  Responsible  Gun  Ownership  applauds  the  efforts  of  the 
Congress  to  fashion  meaningful  crime  legislation.  We  do  offer  a  caveat 
which  we  hope  will  guide  you:  criminal  misusers  of  firearms  will  not  be 
deterred  by  any  new  ban  on  assault  weapons.  They  rarely  employ  them. 
Even  if  assault  weapons  were  their  weapon  of  choice,  why  should  we 
believe  criminals  would  honor  a  ban  on  them?  They  routinely  ignore 
thousands  of  gun  laws  already  in  effect. 

Any  realistic  efforts  to  reduce  crime  must  address  far  more 
difficult  problems  -  poverty,  drug  addiction,  the  disintegration  of 
families,  and  centuries  of  racism.  And  they  must  not  injure  honest 
citizens  who  are  able  to  use  guns,  even  assault  weapons,  responsibly. 
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April  26,  1994 

Rep.  Charles  Schumer 
House  Judiciary  Committee 
Subcommittee  on  Crime  and  Criminal  Justice 
Washington  DC  20515 

Re:    HR  3527  "Public  Safety  and  Recreational  Firearms  Use  Protection  Act" 

Dear  Rep.  Schumer, 

Doctors  for  Integrity  in  Research  &  Public  Policy  (DIRPP)  is  a  national  "think  tank"  of 
several  hundred  medical  school  professors,  researchers,  and  practicing  clinicians  familiar 
with  the  research  on  guns  and  violence  in  our  society. 

Our  organization  opposes  "assault  weapon"  restrictions  because  over  two  dozen 
studies  have  shown: 

(1)  that  these  false  icons  of  violence  actually  represent  a  minuscule  fraction  of 
crimes  guns, 

(2)  typically,  "assault  weapons"  are  less  lethal  than  most  hunting  weapons, 

(3)  it  is  only  anecdotal  and  atypical  incidents,  not  data,  that  allow  plausible,  but 
false,  claims  that  the  police  are  "outgunned,"  and 

(4)  that  there  are  legitimate  and  constitutionally  protected  uses  of  military-style 
semi-automatic  weapons. 

Claims  to  the  contrary  are  based  on  emotionaUsm  and  misinformation. 

The  enclosed  article,  "'Assault  Weapons'  Revisited  -  An  Analysis  of  the  AMA  Report," 
appears  in  the  May  1994  issue  of  the  Journal  of  the  Medical  Association  of  Georgia  and  is 
submitted  for  inclusion  as  part  of  this  testimony.  The  article  discusses  the  actual  data  from 
over  two  dozen  studies  on  so-called  "assault  weapons."  The  data  show  that  these 
buzzword-named  "assault  weapons"  represent  a  barely  measurable  fraction  of  crime  guns,. 
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Further  there  is  absolutely  no  data  whatsoever  to  support  the  anecdotal,  emotional,  and 
demonstrably  false  testimony  by  physicians  and  politicized  police  administrators  who, 
before  this  subcommittee,  have  claimed  that  such  guns  are  the  "criminals'  weapon  of 
choice." 

The  article  also  discusses  the  discredited  nineteenth  century  wound  ballistics  theories 
misapplied  in  the  twentieth  century  by  Dr.  David  Milzman  in  his  testimony  before  your 
subcommittee.  The  remainder  of  Dr.  Milzman's  testimony  recapitulated  little  more  that  the 
discredited  American  Medical  Association  (AMA)  position  paper  on  "assault  weapons." 
That  position  paper  was  based  on  a  sin^e  flawed  study  of  gun  traces.  Since  gun  trace  data 
are  hqI  representative  and  are  not  an  accurate  sample  of  crime  guns,  the  Congressional 
Research  Service,  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms,  and  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation  have  explained  that  gun  trace  data  cannot  be  used  for  statistical  purposes, 
and  therefore  cannot  be  used  for  developing  sound  public  policy. 

In  fact,  over  two  dozen  studies  ignored  by  the  AMA  show  that,  in  the  worst  areas  of  drug 
and  violent  crime,  so-called  "assault  weapons"  represent  from  zero  to  3%  of  crime  guns. 
Best  current  evidence  suggests  that,  overall,  these  false  symbols  of  violence  represent  a 
minuscule  fraction  of  American  crime  guns;  nothing  like  the  nightmare  suggested  by  the 
false  imagery  of  gun  prohibitionists  and  certain  grandstanding  members  of  Congress. 

The  editor  of  the  New  England  Journal  of  Medicine  has  stated  in  print  that  he  needs  no  data 
because  he  finds  these  guns  abhorrent.  He  describes  all  guns'  benefits  as  "intangible" 
though  the  2.5  million  good  Americans  protected  by  guns  annually  would  disagree  with 
him,  including  the  good  citizens  and  shopkeepers  who  used  these  "black  guns"  to  protect 
themselves,  their  families,  and  their  livelihoods  from  gang  and  mob  violence  in  the  Los 
Angeles  Riots,  Hurricane  Hugo,  and  Hurricane  Andrew.  As  this  committee  has  aheady 
heard,  good  citizens  use  these  guns  for  protection  of  themselves  and  their  children. 

It  is  "junk  science"  that  allows  the  AMA  to  cite  a  single  flawed  study  in  the  face  of  over  two 
dozen  contradicting  studies.  We  are  pummeled  incessantly  by  such  flawed  studies  and  by 
sensationalized  imagery.  Each  rare  "assault  weapon"  tragedy  is  newsworthy  for  months 
precisely  because  such  incidents  are  rare.  A  copy  of  my  article,  "Guns  in  the  Medical 
Literature  -  A  Failure  of  Peer  Review,"  fi-om  the  March  1994  issue  of  the  Journal  of  the 
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Medical  Association  of  Georgia  is  enclosed  for  inclusion  as  part  of  this  testimony.  That 
article  discusses  representative  samples  of  biased  and  incompetent  research  in  the  medical 
literature.  Unfortunately  much  of  the  flawed  research  that  has  no  place  in  the  public  debate 
on  guns  and  violence  in  our  society  is  tax-funded  and  sponsored  by  the  highly  politicized 
Centers  for  Disease  Control.  Such  politicization  is  incompatible  with  sound  science  and 
inappropriate  for  tax-funding. 

The  protective  benefits  of  guns  -  and  the  politicized  "science"  that  has  be  used  to 
underestimate  those  benefits  and  exaggerate  the  costs  of  guns  -  have  already  been 
reviewed.  1  An  brief  overview  is  appropriate.  The  data  from  all  but  one  study  on  the 
protective  uses  of  guns  suggests  that  every  year  between  1  and  2.5  million  Americans  use 
guns  to  protect  themselves  and  their  families,  about  500,000  of  such  uses  are  believed  to 
have  actually  saved  lives.  ^  »2,3  yhig  can  be  weighed  against  the  human  costs  of  guns  - 
about  38,000  gun  deaths  from  all  causes  and  about  65,000  additional  serious  injuries.  The 
remainder  of  gun  injuries  are  so  trivial  as  to  require  no  hospital  treatment  at  all.  Including 
all  gun  deaths  and  injuries  with  criminal  mischief  with  guns  leads  to  the  highest  credible 
estimate  of  about  600,000  criminal  misuses  of  guns  annually.^  A  So,  all  things 
considered,  the  human  benefits  of  guns  are  two  to  four  times  the  costs  of  guns  to  society. 

Gun  prohibitionists  have  exaggerated  the  human  and  economic  costs  of  gun  violence  and 
underestimated,  even  totally  denied,  the  protective  benefits  of  guns. 

The  real  cost  of  medical  care  for  gun  violence  is  approximately  $1.5  billion  per  year^  -  less 
than  0.2%  of  America's  $800  billion  annual  health  care  costs.  To  exaggerate  the  costs  of 
gun  violence,  gun  prohibitionists  include  estimates  of  lost  lifetime  earnings"  -  assuming 
that  "gang  bangers"  and  rapists  would  be  as  socially  productive  as  teachers,  factory 
woricers,  and  other  good  Americans  -  to  generate  the  assorted,  inconsistent,  and  inflated 
claims  of  $20,  $40.  or  $80  billion  in  "costs." 

In  fact,  it  has  been  estimated  that  active  criminals  cost  society  untold  human  steering  and 
an  economic  toll  of  as  much  as  $400,000  per  year  while  "on  the  streef  and  $25,000  per 
year  while  "in  the  joint."''  It  has  also  been  noted  that  about  three-fourths  of  gun  death 
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victims  are  involved  with  drug  trafficking  or  have  evidence  of  ante-mortem  illicit  drug 
use.8'9  Though  DIRPP  deems  any  death  tragic,  regardless  of  instrumentality,  other 
analysts  argue  that  the  gun  deaths  of  predators  and  misfits  actually  represent  a  net  savings 
to  society  in  both  human  and  economic  terms. 

Despite  funs'  net  benefits  to  society,  "public  health"  politicians  look  to  disarm  good 
Americans  making  them  helpless  prey  before  vicious  predators,  predators  who  will  be  as 
untouched  by  HR  3527  as  they  have  been  untouched  by  20,000  existent  American  gun 
laws.  There  is  no  legitimate  reason  to  tap  law-abiding,  tax-paying  gun  owners  for  a  new 
source  of  revenue  or  for  those  gun  owners  to  disproportionately  share  in  the  costs  of 
violence  —  particularly  when  that  violence,  among  other  reasons,  is  the  result  of  previous 
poor  public  policy  promulgated  by  Congress. 

The  American  people  are  demanding  sound  public  policy  to  reduce  crime.  Victim 
disarmament  is  nd  a  policy  that  saves  lives  or  reduces  crime.  HR  3527,  even  to  its  title,  is 
a  crime  control  and  pubUc  safety  fraud.  This  subcommittee's  resources  are  better  directed  at 
enforcing  existent  law  against  violence,  criminal  gun  misuse  and  the  admittedly  more 
difficult  and  dangerouswojjurf^  interdicting^  the  black-market  in  stolen  guns,  the  real  source 
of  crime  gxujs 

Re^jeCmilly  submitted. 
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Abstract 

The  AMA  Council  on  Scientific  Affairs  did  not  conduct  a  rigorous  scientific  evaluation  before 
suppcHting  a  ban  on  assault  weapons.  The  Council  appears  to  have  unquestioningly  accepted  common 
mispeiceptions  and  even  partisan  misrepresentations  regarding  the  nature  and  uses  of  assault  weapons.  This 
article  examines  the  pivotal  issues  and  {X'oposes  a  rational  approach  to  gun  control  and  more  effectual 
measures  to  reduce  violence  in  our  society. 

Introduction 

On  the  basis  of  a  single  study  of  gun  trace  data,  the  AMA  Council  on  Scientific  Affairs  has  endorsed  a 
ban  on  assault  weapons.'  A  review  of  available  literature  suggests  the  Council  has  not  considered  the 
majority  of  scholarship  available.  The  sole  study  offered  by  the  Council  in  support  of  their  position  was 
based  on  gun  trace  data,  even  though  the  Council  fleetingly  acknowledged  that  gun  "trace"  data  is  not 
representative  of  criminal  gun  use.  A  remarkable  preponderance  of  data  actually  suggests  that  the  misuse  of 
assault  weapons  has  been  exaggerated,  since  such  guns  are  used  in  generally  0%  to  3%  of  gun  crime  even  in 
the  worst  hotbeds  of  drug  and  violent  crime.  The  Council  understated  the  legitimate  uses  of  assault 
weapons,  including  hunting,  self-protection,  and  target  competition.  The  Council  also  failed  to  explain  the 
significance  of  pivotal  technical  matters;  such  as,  assault  weapons  cannot  be  distinguished  by  meaningful 
criteria  from  their  "sporting"  counterparts  and  assault  weapons  do  not  have  greater  magazine  capacity,  rapid 
fire  capability,  or  lethality  than  their  "sporting"  counterparts. 

Finally,  the  Council  dismissed  the  constitutional  impediments  to  assault  weapon  bans  without  good 
authority.  Public  policy  on  guns  and  violence  should  couple  effectual  controls  with  realistic  goals. 

Definition   orohlems 

A  consistent  definition  of  "assault  weapon,"  if  possible,  would  be  key  to  amassing  and  collating  data 
and  to  regulating  such  weapons.  By  1988,  however,  the  California  Attorney  General's  expert  had  already 
concluded  such  a  definition  was  technically  impossible.^ 

The  terms  "assault  ijfle"  and  "assault  weapon"  are  not  interchangeable.  Assault  r(fks  are  machine 
guns.  Assault  rifks  are  called  "automatic"  weapons  because  the  loading  and  firing  of  a  fresh  cartridge  is 
automatic  as  long  as  ammunition  remains  and  the  trigger  is  depressed.  Such  weapons  have  been  common 
since  the  Wehrmacht's  WotW  War  IT  introduction  of  the  MKB(H)42.  Though  legal  under  federal  law  and 
under  the  statutes  of  46  states,  machine-gun  ownership  has  been  strictly  regulated  since  the  National 
Firearms  Act  of  1934  and,  according  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms,  there 
are  perhaps  one  or  two  documented  misuses  of  machine  guns  in  the  last  60  years  by  their  legal  owners. 

Though  sometimes  cosmetically  similar,  "assault  weapons"  are  oat  machine-guns.  Assault 
weapons  encompass  an  amorphous  group  of  guns  that  can  only  fire  a  single  shot  with  each  squeeze  of 
the  trigger.  Assault  weapons  are  functionally  identical  to  other  common  hunting  and  target  rifles  such  as 
the  Remington  7400,  Valmet  Hunter,  Ruger  Ranch  Rifle,  Springfield  Armory  National  Match  target  rifle. 
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and  many  others.  The  reloading  of  a  fresh  cartridge  is  automatic,  but  the  firing  is  not,  hence  all  these  guns 
are  "sg/ni-automatic."  Semi-automatic  weapons  have  been  common  since  the  development  of  the  Borchardt 
pistol  in  1893. 

Typically  assault  weapons  fire  low  or  intermediate  power  cartridges  (e.g.  9mm  Parabellum, 
5.56x45mm,  7.62x39mm)  with  non-expanding  bullets  that  have  been  designed  to  wound  rather  than  kill. 
Such  cartridges  are  considerably  less  deadly  than  most  high-power  hunting  cartridges  (e.g.  .243  Winchester, 
30-06,  .300  Winchester  Magnum)  with  expanding  bullets,  which,  by  definition,  are  designed  to  kill.^ 

Assault  weapons  sometimes  share  cosmetic  similarities  with  military  weapons,  but  the  Council 
has  not  explained  how  cosmetic  features  make  some  guns  more  deadly  than  functionally  identical 
weapons.  Except  for  their  "siray  fire"  assertion  discussed  below,  the  Council  has  cited  no  data 
demonstrating  that  a  gun  is  more  deadly  by  virtue  of  a  plastic  stock,  a  pistol  grip,  a  durable  finish,  a  flash 
suppressor,  luminescent  night  sights,  or  a  bayonet  lug.  While  cosmetic  features  such  as  these  may  have  an 
ominous  military  appearance  to  some,  these  features  have  little  public  health  relevance;  after  all,  America  is 
not  suffering  from  an  epidemic  of  night  bayonetings.  How  a  person  uses  (ot  does  not  use)  a  gun  is  far  more 
important  than  how  the  gun  looks. 

Even  the  capability  of  accepting  "high  capacity"  magazines  is  an  unreliable  distinction  since  most 
common  semi-automatic  hunting  and  target  rifies.  including  all  those  cited  above,  are  capable  of  accepting 
factory  or  after-market  "high  capacity"  magazines. 

Kleck,  in  Point  Blank,  the  encyclopedic  1991  review  of  the  literature  on  guns,  violence,  and  gun 
control,  makes  the  public  policy  implications  clear 

The  difficulties  with  this  political  compromise  [of  eliminating  only  some  semi-automatic 
weapons]  are  obvious.  If  semi-automatic  fire  and  the  ability  to  accept  large  magazines  are  not 
important  in  crime,  there  is  little  reason  to  regulate  [assault  weapons].  On  the  other  hand,  if  these 
are  important  attributes,  then  it  makes  little  crime  control  sense  (though  ample  political  sense)  to 
systematically  exclude  from  restriction  the  most  widely  owned  models  that  have  these  attributes, 
since  this  severely  limits  the  impact  of  regulation.'* 
No  functional  features  uniquely  distinguish  assault  weapons  from  their  "sporting"  counterparts. 
Because  there  is  no  consistent  definition,  comparison  of  data  from  different  jurisdictions  is  impeded  and 
legally  defining  assault  weapons  as  a  class  is  impossible.  Because  the  class  cannot  be  defined,  the 
Califwnia  and  other  bans  have  attempted  to  ban  guns  by  manufacturer  and  model.  This  approach  has  also 
failed.  Despite  California's  ban  ol   'V>:r  60  models  of  assault  weapons,  cosmetic  changes  in  banned  guns 
allow  the  legal  sale  of  functionally  identical  weapons.  For  example,  substituting  a  thumbhole  stock  for  a 
pistol  grip  stock  turns  a  baimed  "AK-series"  gun  into  an  unrestricted  MAK-90,  a  gun  neither  more  nor  less 
lethal. 
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One  of  the  Council's  sources,  gun  control  advocate  Sugarmann,  candidly  stated  that  the  public's 
confusion  over  these  weapons  works  to  his  political  advantage: 

The  semiautomatic  weapons'  menacing  looks,  coupled  with  the  public's  confusion  over  fully 
automatic  machine  guns  versus  semiautomatic  assault  weapons  -  anything  that  looks  like  a 
machine  gun  is  assumed  to  be  a  machine  gun  -  can  only  increase  that  chance  of  public  support  for 
restrictions  on  these  weapons.' 

High  capacity,  rapid-fire,  and  lethality  issues 

Whether  or  not  a  gun  has  a  large  ammunition  capacity  is  generally  irrelevant  because  few  criminals  or 
police  officers  even  use  the  capacity  of  an  old-fashioned  "six-shooter."  Of  course,  the  rare  exceptions,  such 
as  the  1989  Stockton  incident  and  the  1993  "101  California  Street"  incident  are  "newsworthy"  and  highly 
sensationalized.  For  example,  in  the  average  1989  New  York  City  shooting  incident,  the  perpetrator  fired 
2.55  shots  (down  from  2.66  in  1988),  of  which  1 1.8%  hit  someone.^  The  situation  is  relatively  unchanged 
in  1992  and,  contrary  to  frequent,  but  vague,  assertions  about  the  police  being  "outgunned",  the  New  York 
City  Police  fire  40%  more  rounds  per  incident  (3.92  with  a  hit  percentage  of  29%)  than  criminals  (2.76 
with  a  hit  percentage  reduced  to  8.2%).^  As  another  example,  in  Philadelphia,  fewer  rounds  are  fired  from 
the  average  semi-automatic  weapon  used  in  crime  (1.6)  than  from  the  average  revolver  (1.9).^  Such  data 
rebut  the  "spray  fire"  imagery  of  the  Council. 

These  figures  undercut  the  Council's  assertion  of  increased  criminal  firepower  from  assault  weapons. 
The  Council  cited  only  anecdotal  and  unsubstantiated  sources  to  conclude:  "Clearly  the  injuries  from  assault 
weapons  are  taxing  hospital  emergency  departments  in  large  urban  areas."  The  authorities  for  the  Council's 
assertions?  Newspaper  articles  in  which  a  5%  increase  in  multiple  gun  shot  cases  over  10  years  was 
assumed,  but  not  demonstrated,  to  be  due  to  assault  weapons;  a  two  day  survey  of  one  emergency 
room  in  Los  Angeles  County  embellished  by  anecdotes  from  four  surgeons;  other  articles  that,  without  any 
evidence  at  all,  assumed,  but  did  not  demonstrate,  the  wounds  they  treated  were  due  to  assault 
weapons;  and  a  "background  paper"  from  the  same  California  Attorney  General's  Office  that  denied  the 
existence  of  their  1988  Helsley^  and  1991  Johnson^  studies  documenting  the  minuscule  prevalence  of 
assault  weapons  amongst  crime  guns. 

The  Council  writes  "...assault  weapons  are  meant  to  be  s[n:ay  fired  from  the  hip,"  citing  a  partisan 
source.  Handgun  Control  Inc.,  as  authority.  Though  the  Council  cites  Assault  Rifle  Fact  Sheet  1: 
Definitions  and  Background  of  the  non-paitisan  Institute  for  Research  on  Small  Arms  in  International 
Security  for  explanation  of  gun  nomenclature,  the  Council  failed  to  concede  that  pertinent  portions  of  the 
Fact  Sheet  note  these  weapons  are  designed  for  aimed  fire,  rytt  "spray  fire,"  and  show  that  any  person  who 
shoots  a  semi-automatic  gun  rapidly  without  aiming  will  rarely  hit  anything. 

The  Council  repeated  the  erroneous  claim  that  these  weapons  are  "easily  converted  to  full  automatic 
fire."  Current  law  requires  that  all  guns  undergo  an  extensive  evaluation  by  the  federal  firearms  regulatory 
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agency,  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  (BATF),  to  prove  that  they  cannot  be  easily  converted 
to  fully  automatic  fire.  In  an  April  3, 1989  New  York  Times  article,  a  BATF  official  stated  that  no  gun 
available  at  that  time  could  be  easily  converted  to  machine-gun  fire.  A  hint  of  the  infrequency  of 
conversions  can  be  gleaned  from  the  observation  that  about  6  of  the  4,000  guns  seized  annually  in  Los 
Angeles  have  evidence  of  attempted  conversion.  ^^ 

Though  some  have  claimed  a  particular  lethality  for  assault  weapons,  a  literature  review  finds  instead 
that  assault  rifle  and  weapon  wounds  more  closely  approximate  handgun  injuries  than  rifle  injuries: 

[Nfjany  AK-47  shots  will  pass  through  the  body  causing  no  greater  damage  than  that  produced  by 
non-expanding  handgun  bullets.  The  limited  tissue  disruption  produced  by  this  weapon  in  the 
Stockton  schoolyard  is  consistent  with  well  documented  data  from  Vietnam...  as  well  as  with 
controlled  research  studies  from  wound  ballistic  laboratories.'* 

In  general,  it  is  the  size  and  location  of  the  wound  that  determines  the  lethality  of  penetrating  injuries. 
Whether  knife  or  gun,  a  small  wound  in  a  vital  area  can  be  deadly  where  a  much  larger  wound  in  a  non-vital 
area  may  only  injure.  A  larger  wound,  of  course,  increases  the  chance  of  encountering  and  injuring  a  vital 
structure.  For  fuearms,  larger  wounds  are  more  likely  firom  larger  bullet  diameter  ("caliber"),  from 
expanding  bullets,  and,  in  certain  cases,  from  tumbling,  yawing,  or  fragmenting  bullets.  It  is  the  location 
and  size  of  the  permanent  wound  channel,  the  tissue  actually  destroyed,  that  primarily  determines  lethality; 
the  effects  of  temporary  stretching  C'cavitation")  of  elastic  tissues  or  the  sonic  "shock  wave"  from  a  bullet's 
passage  have  been  greatly  exaggerated.'^'*^  Obtaining  a  wound  in  a  vital  area,  of  course,  depends  upon 
shot  placement  which  is  a  reflection  of  marksmanship  mitigated  by  chance;  the  more  skillful  the 
marksman,  the  smaller  the  role  of  luck. 

Discredited  theories  relating  kinetic  energy  or  velocity  to  wounding  potential  have  no  place  in  the 
scientific  debate.  The  Council  repeated  such  myths  about  "high  velocity"  bullets,  "shock  waves," 
"cavitation,"  and  assault  weapon  wound  ballistics  that  have  been  definitively  dispelled.*  '-'^  The  Council 
expressed  its  horror  of  the  single  shock  wave  of  a  high  velocity  bullet,  failing  to  note  that  the  average 
Extracorporeal  Shock  Wave  Lithotripsy  utilizes  about  2,000  shock  wave  pulses,  each  of  which  is  three 
times  that  of  the  "high  velocity"  bullet,  without  any  evidence  whatsoever  of  soft  tissue  damage}^  The 
vogue  of  undue  concern  over  "cavitation"  in  elastic  human  tissue  has  justifiably  passed,  though  without  the 
Council's  notice.  The  Council  cited  a  newspapa  intCTview  of  a  surgeon  who  thinks  inelastic  watermelons 
are  an  apprqniate  human  tissue  simulant*'^  If  "watomelon  wound  ballistics"  were  valid,  deceleration 
injury  fix)m  a  one  foot  fall  would  similarly  crack  human  tissue.  One  must  wonder  whether  the  Council 
wisely  or  carefully  selected  the  best  scholarship  available. 

The  unrepresentative  nature  of  gun  trace  requests 

The  only  evidence  offered  by  the  Council  that  assault  weapons  are  a  problem  of  the  magnitude 
suggested  by  the  media  are  the  Cox  Newspap^  articles.  The  Cox  rqx)rters  used  gun  (race  requests  to  teach 
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their  rebuttable  conclusion  that  1 1%  of  crime  guns  were  assault  we^wns.  While  the  Council  fleetingly 
acknowledged,  "The  sample  of  firearms  for  which  traces  are  requested  is  not  likely  to  be  representative  of  all 
firearms  used  in  crimed  the  Council  uncritically  accepted  the  Cox  article  as  best  evidence  despite  over  two 
dozen  studies  presented  below  suggesting  that  the  Cox  figures  exaggerate  the  assault  weapon  problem  by  a 
factor  of  three  to  moe  than  one  hundred,  depending  on  the  locale  studied  and  the  definition  of  assault 
weapon  used. 

Gun  traces  are  not  representative  of  the  criminal  prevalence  of  gun  use  any  more  than  the  index  of  a 
research  journal  reflects  the  [Hevalence  of  disease.  Journal  indices  and  gun  traces  reflect  a  kvel  of 
interest  in  the  topic  or  the  gun.  No  study  corroborates  the  Cox  or  other  gun  trace  data. 

In  a  Report  For  Congress  on  assault  we^wns,  the  Congressional  Research  Service  of  the  Library  of 
Congress  has  shown  that  the  BATF  gim  trace  system  is  inappropriate  for  statistical  purposes: 

The  [B]ATF  tracing  system  is  an  operational  system  designed  to  help  law  enforcement  agencies 

identify  the  ownership  path  of  individual  firearms.  It  was  not  designed  to  collect  statistics. . . 

Two  significant  limitations  should  be  considered  when  tracing  data  are  used  for  statistical  purposes: 

•  First,  the  firearms  selected  for  tracing  do  not  constitute  a  random  sample  and  cannot  be 
considered  representative  of  the  larger  universe  of  all  firearms  used  by  criminals,  or  of  any  subset 
of  that  universe.  As  a  result,  data  from  the  tracing  system  may  not  be  £q>propriate  for  drawing 
inferences  such  as  which  makes  or  models.of  firearms  are  used  for  illicit  pmposes; 

•  Second,  standardized  procedures  do  not  exist  to  ensure  that  officers  use  consistent  definitions  or 
terms  in  the  reports  of  circumstances  that  lead  to  each  trace  request  Some  trace  requests  do  not 
even  identify  the  circumstances  that  resulted  in  the  request  '^ 

No  crime  need  be  involved  to  initiate  a  gun  trace,  for  example,  efforts  to  retiun  stolen  guns  to  rightful 
owners  and  guns  found  incidental  to  other  investigations  are  included  amongst  gun  traces.  When  a  gun  trace 
is  tabulated  as  "related  to  organized  crime,"  it  does  not  mean  a  crime  was  committed,  only  that  the  officer 
requesting  the  trace  suspected  the  gun  might  be  that  of  a  gang  or  Mafia  member.  ^^ 

The  unreliable  nature  of  gun  traces  is  clear.  For  example,  in  1989  in  Los  Angeles,  a  hotbed  of  drug 
gangs  and  violent  crime,  assault  weapons  represented  ^jproximately  3%  guns  seized,  but  19%  of  gun 
traces.'* 

Other  data 

There  are  limitations  on  sources  of  data  otho'  than  gun  traces.  The  inconsistency  of  attempts  to  define 
assault  weapon  in  the  few  jurisdictions  that,  to  date,  have  even  made  the  effort,  makes  data  comparison 
difficult  Also,  the  uncaptured  guns  of  unsolved  crimes  cannot  be  rqnesented  amongst  either  seized  weapons 
or  traced  wei^xms.  Compilations  of  firearms  forensics  data  are  also  hampered  by  incomplete  responses  by  a 
fraction  of  polled  agencies. 
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Despite  these  caveats,  the  preponderance  of  data  currently  available  indicates  that  assault  weapons,  evoi 
in  the  hotbeds  of  violent  crime,  account  for  generally  1%  to  3%  of  crime  guns^  which  approximately  equals 
their  estimated  representation  amongst  all  guns  in  the  USA.'^  This  is  shown  in  essentially  all  studies  and 
reports: 

Jurisdiction Data     Yearfs^ OlUlilUS 

Akron^^ 1989 2.0%  of  seized  guns* 

Baltimore  City' ^ 1990 1.5%  of  seized  and  surrendered  guns 

Baltimore  County,  MD^^ 1990 0.3%  of  seized  guns 

Bexar  County,  TX^' 1987-92 0.2%  of  homicides 

(includes  San  Antonio) 1987-92 0.0%  of  suicides 

1985-92 0.1%  of  seized  guns 

California^ 1987 2.3%  of  seized  rifles** 

California^ 1990 0.9%  of  seized  guns 

Chicago^O 1988 1.0%  of  seized  guns 

Chicago  suburbs^! 1980-89 1.6%  of  seized  guns 

Connecticut^^ 1988-92 1.8%  of  seized  guns 

Denver^ 1991 0.8%  of  seized  guns 

Florida  State  ^4 1989 3.6  of  seized  guns**(also  documented  declining  use 

of  assault  we^wns  since  1981) 

Miami 1989 1.4%  of  homicides** 

Miami 1989 3.3%  of  seized  guns** 

Los  Angeles'^ 1989 3.0%  (rf  seized  guns** 

Massachusetts^^ 1984-89 0.9%  of  homicides  (study  excluded  Boston) 

Massachusetts^ 1988 1.9%  of  homicides 

Massachusetts^ 1985-91 0.7%  of  all  shootings  (including  suicides) 

Minneapolis27 1987-89 0.3%  (rf  seized  guns 

NcwJersey28 1988 0.0%  of  homicides 

NewJersey29 1989 0.0%  of  homicides 

New  York  City^'* 1989 0.5%  of  seized  guns 

New  York  City^ 1992 0.0%  of  seized  guns 

Oakland^' 1990 3.9%  of  seized  guns 

Oakland'2 1991 3.7%  of  homicides 

Philadelphia^ 1985  &  1990 0%  of  seized  guns 

SanDiego^^ 1988-90 0.3%  of  seized  guns 

San  Francisco''^ 1988 22%  of  seized  guns 
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Washington.  DC  34 iQgg 0.0%  of  seized  guns 

Washington,  DC  ^5 1991 3.0%  of  seized  guns 

*  "seized"  weapons  were  not  necessarily  used  in  crime 
**  assault  weapon  or  assault  rifle  broadly  defined 

In  1990  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  noted  that  12  Of  810  (1.48%)  deaths  of  law  enforcement 
officers  during  the  past  decade  involved  assault  weapons  and  also  discussed  the  dearth  of  information  on  the 
criminal  use  of  these  firearms.^^  The  US  Department  of  Justice  "Survey  of  State  Prison  Inmates,  1991" 
suggests  that  less  than  1%  of  inmates  had  been  armed  with,  though  not  necessarily  used,  a  "military-type 
we^x)n"  (undefined)  while  committing  the  offense  for  which  they  were  incarcerated.'^  More  New  York 
City  police  officers  were  attacked  in  1992  with  roach  spray,  wood  chisels,  fire  extinguishers,  radio 
amplifiers,  or  any  other  of  a  readily  available  array  of  household  objects  than  were  attacked  with  assault 
weapons.^ 

The  Council  has  neither  acknowledged  the  confounding  evidence,  nor  made  an 
attempt  to  dispatch  it.  While  none  of  the  studies  cited  can  be  claimed  to  epitomize  the 
scientific  method,  all  but  one  of  the  studies  suggest  that  claims  about  assault  weapons 
have  been  grossly  exaggerated.  A  call  for  better  designed  studies  is  appropriate,  but,  at 
the  present  time,  the  Council's  report  founders  with  its  sole  datum  from  the  Cox 
Newspaper   articles. 

Philip  McGuire  of  Handgun  Control  Inc.  has  publicly  stated  that  assault  weapons  are  not  a  problem, 
but  he  speculated  that  they  might  become  a  problem  in  the  future.'^  When  confronted  with  criticism 
regarding  the  lack  of  substantiation,  the  Council  has  expressed  similar  fears  that  assault  weapons  might 
become  a  problem.^'  What  about  such  potential  problems?  Since  these  weapons  have  been  with  us  fix)m 
30  to  100  years,  there  has  been  ample  time  for  problems  to  ai^)ear  and  to  be  documented  by  sound  data. 

While  there  are  important  caveats  in  considering  any  current  data  and  the  definitive  analysis  of  assault 
we^jons  in  crime  has  yet  to  be  done,  an  objective  individual  is  justified  in  skepticism  of  claims  that  assault 
weapons  are  the  "criminals'  weapon  of  choice." 

Of  what  "legitimate"  use  are  these  assault  weapons? 

Though  responsible  usage  and  safe  storage  of  any  firearm,  assault  we^x)n  or  otherwise,  injures  no  one, 
the  "legitimate"  use  of  weapons  is  highly  subjective.  Hunters'  views  differ  from  radical  animal  rights 
activists.  There  is  even  dissent  regarding  the  legitimacy  of  self-defense,  for  example,  certain  religious 
groups  in  the  forefront  of  the  gun  prohibition  lobby  oppose  the  use  of  lethal  force  even  in  defending  one's 
life.38 

Certain  features,  such  as  ergonomic  design,  durability,  and  high-capacity  magazines,  are  noted  amongst 
(though  not  unique  to)  assault  weapons  and  other  functionally  similar  weapons.  Those  features  provoke  the 
ire  of  prohibitionists,  but  are  features  that  make  such  we^wns  particularly  suited  to  popular  target 
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competitions,  hunting,  home  defense,  defense  against  multiple  assailants,  community  defense,  and  self- 
protection  in  times  of  riot  or  natural  disaster. 

An  exact  figure  is  unavailable,  but  the  number  of  target  competitors,  gun  collectors,  and  legitimate 
owners  of  assault  weapons  is  at  least  2  million  and  perhaps  as  high  as  4  million.  ^^ 

Collecting,  sport,  and   target  competition 

Despite,  or  because  of,  their  military  origins,  true  "assault  rifles"  and  their  cosmetic  cousins,  "assault 
weapons,"  do  appeal  to  the  collector  and  the  target  shooter.  Assault  weapons  are  increasingly  used  in 
national  and  international  target  competitions  sponsored  by  the  International  Practical  Shooting 
Confederation,  the  US  Practical  Shooting  Association,  and  other  groups.  The  varied  and  extended  courses  of 
fire  and  the  movement  of  the  target  or  the  shooter  in  these  competitions  demands  the  ergonomics  and 
capacity  of  assault  weapons,  even  fcx-  the  highly  skilled  competitor.  More  traditional  target  matches  using 
assault  weapons  are  sponsored  by  the  US  Government's  National  Board  for  the  Promotion  of  Rifle  Practice, 
the  DirectOT  of  Civilian  Marksmanship  (DCM),  countless  local  gun  clubs,  and  the  NRA.  Those  active  in 
these  competitions  number  over  35,000  (the  number  of  shooters  rated  and  ranked  fw  purposes  of  DCM 
competitions  alone).  The  DCM  matches  originated  because  the  armed  services'  national  security  mission 
was  compromised  by  the  appalling  marksmanship  of  recruits,  a  problem  weakened  in  the  last  three  decades 
because  recruits  are  a  group  increasingly  of  urban  background  lacking  in  basic  gun  safety  and  marksmanship 
skills.  Additionally,  the  DCM  matches  were  the  most  cost-effective  recruiting  tool  of  the  military  until 
1991  when  Congressional  anti-gun  sentiment  removed  DCM  funding.^^  The  DCM  competitors  and  the  US 
government  clearly  consider  these  matches  "legitimate  sporting  use." 

Hunting 

The  plastic  materials  and  {xotective  metal  fmishes  used  in  military  we^wns  of  the  last  three  decades 
have  proven  to  be  particularly  lightweight  and  durable.  Though  initially  proven  on  the  battlefield  (as 
sometimes  occurs  with  advances  in  trauma  care),  use  of  these  materials  is  now  common  amongst  hunting 
rifles,  semi-automatic  and  otherwise,  apropos  the  rough  terrain,  long  hikes,  and  inclement  weather 
associated  with  hunting.  One  fuids  no  fault  with  similar  high-impact  and  durable  materials  when  used  in 
other  tools,  outdoor  equipment,  and  binoculars.  Many  hunters  also  need  weapons  with  high  magazine 
capacity  and  rapid,  follow-up  shot  capability,  for  example,  ranchers  protecting  their  herds  and  flocks  from 
packs  of  predatory  coyotes  and  farmers  protecting  their  oops  from  colonies  of  destructive  gophers. 

Self  protection  and  community  defense 

Citizens  have  the  natural  right^^  and  the  common  sense  duty  to  protect  themselves,  their  families, 
their  communities,  and  their  property.  The  use  of  assault  we^^ns  by  citizens  in  community  defense  can  be 
demonstrated.  Most  recently  the  Los  Angeles  riots  made  memcxable  the  video  footage  of  law-abiding  shop 
and  homeowners  using  guns,  including  assault  weapons,  to  protect  themselves,  their  families,  and  their 
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property.  Determined  display  and  appropriate  use  of  tlieir  protective  weaponry  was  effective.  No  major 
American  city  can  claim  freedom  from  similar  riots  and  the  associated  deaths  and  damage. 

As  several  national  studies  show,  including  the  deHnitive  study  by  the  National  Institute  of  Justice^ 
and  studies  commissioned  by  gun-prohibitionist  organizations,  guns  do  protect  good  people;  they 
are  used  defensively  by  law-abiding  citizens  at  least  606,000  to  2.4  million  times  per 
year^'^'  -  20  to  75  lives  protected  by  a  gun  for  every  life  lost  to  a  gun  -  lives  saved, 
injuries  prevented,  medical  costs  saved,  and  property  protected.    This  exceeds  all  estimates 
of  criminal  misuse.  Using  a  gun  to  resist  a  crime  or  assault  is  safer  than  not  resisting  at  all  or  resisting 
with  means  other  than  firearms.'*  Guns  not  only  repel  crime,  guns  deter  crime  as  is  shown  by  numerous 
surveys  of  criminals.^^  Arguably,  when  faced  with  mob  or  gang  violence  or  multiple  assailants,  assault 
weapons  represent  the  most  appropriate  means  of  protection. 

Where  the  powerful  images  of  children  and  innocent  bystanders  injured  by  guns  are  concerned,  any 
analysis  of  the  exaggerated  extent  of  the  problem  is  met  with,  "if  it  saves  only  one  life....**  Since  protective 
uses  exceed  criminal  misuses,  a  gun  ban  impacts  more  on  compliant,  good  citizens  than  upon  criminals. 
One  must  admit,  therefore,  that  a  good  citizen's  life  lost  because  a  gun  was  absent  is  at  least  as  valuable  as 
a  life  lost  because  a  gun  was  present 

The  myths  of  police  protection 

It  has  been  argued  than  guns  are  not  needed  by  citizens  because  they  are  protected  by  the  police  and  the 
military,  including  the  National  Guard.  In  view  of  the  current  crime  rate,  the  effectiveness  of  that  protection 
can  be  rightfully  questioned.  A  significant,  if  not  majority,  of  police  activity  involves  "mopping  up"  after 
the  crime  has  already  occurred.  Research  suggests  that  police  apprehension  offers  less  deterrent  to  criminals 
than  the  threat  of  encountering  an  armed  victim.^^ 

Statutes^-^  and  legal  precedents^  are  clear  that  the  police  only  have  a  responsibility  to  provide  some 
general  level  of  protection  to  the  community  at  large.  Police  are  undo'  no  obligation  to  protect  any 
individual,  even  if  in  immediate  danger.^^  An  oral  promise  to  respond  to  an  emo'gency  call  for  assistance 
does  not  make  the  police  liable  to  provide  protection.^ 

The  withdrawal  of  police  protection  6om  riot-tom  areas  of  Los  Angeles  and  the  two  day  delay  in 
putting  National  Guard  soldiers  on  the  streets  of  Los  Angeles  exposed  the  illusion  of  public  protection. 
Additionally,  it  is  disturbing  to  recall  that  armed  citizens  had  to  protect  themselves /^om  the  police  and  US 
National  Guard  soldios  who  were  looting  in  the  aftermath  of  Hurricane  Hugo.'*^  Throughout  American 
history  we  have  innumerable  examples  of  crime,  terrorism,  civil  disordo',  and  natural  disasters,  whore  the 
police  and  military  forces  have  been  unable  or  unwilling  to  protect  citizens,  often  for  racist  or  political 
reasons.^^*^^'^  One  can  rightfully  question  the  wisdom  of  reliance  upon  the  police  or  military  in  times  of 
trouble. 


9< 


247 


"Assault  Weapons"  Revisited  —  An  Analysis  of  the  AMA  Report 
revised   April  26.   1994  by  Edgar  A.  Suter,  MP  page   10 


Constitutional    issues 

While  certain  state  and  federal  gun  controls  may  be  constitutional,  gun  prohibitions  are  clearly 
unconstitutional.  The  US  Supreme  Court  has  explicitly  protected  an  individual  right  to  keep  and  bear 
arms,^ '•^2,53,54,55  56  ^pjpjgjyj,  g„j  explicitly  protecting  military-style    weapons,  "part  of 
the  ordinary  military  equipment... ."^^  Some  have  em)neously  believed  that  the  Second  Amendment 
reference  to  "militia"  designates  only  a  right  of  the  National  Guard,  however,  the  National  Guard  is  only 
one  component  of  the  militia'^  because:  "The  militia  of  the  United  States  consists  of  all  able-bodied  males 
at  least  17  years  of  age. . .  and  under  45  years  of  age."-  10  United  States  Code  §3 1 1(a).  Though  the  debate 
often  focuses  on  the  Second  Amendment,  current  and  historical  legal  scholarship  finds  suppnt  of  the  Right 
to  Keep  and  Bear  Arms  in  the  Ninth^*  and  Fourteenth  Amendments'^-*  and  natural  rights  theory .^^ 

The  constitutional  authorities  cited  above  and  others  are  quite  convincing  of  the  inherent,  irrevocable 
right  to  self-protection  against  criminals,  rioters,  and  tyrants.  The  right  to  keep  and  bear  arms  is  essential 
to  that  self -protection  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  duck  hunting  or  subjective  assessments  of  "legitimate 
sporting  uses"  of  guns. 

Even  if  the  Council  could  prove  that  assault  weapons  pose  a  serious  threat  to  public  safety,  it  is 
doubtful  that  an  assault  weapon  ban  would  be  upheld  at  the  US  Supreme  Court  level,  a  process  that  may 
take  several  years.  It  seems  a  waste  of  time,  effort,  and  money  for  the  Council  to  promote  an  agenda  of 
dubious  efficacy  and  constitutionaUty,  particulariy  when  the  American  Medical  Association's  resources 
would  be  better  expended  in  addressing  medical  negligence.  Extrapolating  from  the  1990  Harvard  Medical 
Practice  Study  suggests  that  doctors'  negUgence  kills  100,000  to  150,000  Americans  every  year  -  three  to 
five  times  the  number  of  people  who  die  from  guns. 

The  aooroach  essential  to  effective  gun  control 

The  public  policy  debate  should  focus  upon  effectual  and  constitutional  measures  that  are  supported  by 
sound  data.  An  unbiased  analysis  of  the  Council's  report  must  conclude  that  they  have  made  neither  a 
careful,  a  complete,  nor  a  convincing  case  for  an  assault  weapon  ban.  Instead  of  attacking  the  actual  roots  of 
violence,  the  Council's  effort  was  misdirected  against  certain  guns  that,  without  good  reason,  are  symbols 
of  violence.  Though  the  villains  in  a  few  sensationalized  tragedies  of  the  last  decade,  these  guns  have 
legitimate,  protected  uses  and  are  rarely  used  in  crime. 

Responsible  ownership  of  any  kind  of  firearm  by  mentally  competent  and  law- 
abiding  adults  causes  no  social  ill  and  leaves  no  victims.  For  predatory  criminals,  however, 
there  should  be  inescapable  punishment  for  violent  crime  regardless  of  instrumentality.  The  demonstrated 
effectiveness  of  mandatcxy  [sison  sentencing  for  gun  crimes  ev^xjrates  when  bartered  away  in  plea  bargains. 

Two  leading  criminologists  who  have  extensively  studied  all  aspects  of  gun  issues,  Kates  and  Kleck, 
advocate  certain  gun  controls,  but  nol  prohibition.  They  propose  extending  certain  effectual  and 
constitutional  controls  and  -  as  compromise  -  repealing  the  ineffectual,  the  unattainable,  or  the  merely 
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symbolic.  As  one  example,  they  support  the  mandatory  check  of  all  gun  buyers  at  the  point  of  sale  to 
prevent  the  transfer  of  weapons  to  criminals,  incompetents,  and  juveniles.  Such  checks  could  be 
accomplished  as  rapidly  and  reliably  as  a  credit  card  check.  They  value  realistic,  attainable  goals  so  they 
eschew  Utopian  schemes  that  depend  upon  (Hoducing  gun  scarcity  in  a  nation  that  already  has  more  than  200 
million  guns.  They  emphasize  that  gun  control  is  not  a  panacea;  only  incremental  improvements  are 
attainable.'*-^!  Utopia  is  not  an  available  solution  to  violence  in  our  society.  The  reader  is 
referred  to  Kates  and  Kleck  for  extended  analysis. 

The  enforceability  of  proposed  controls  should  be  given  adequate  consideration.  An  overwhehning 
majority  of  law-abiding  California  assault  weapon  owners  have  already  demonstrated  their  unwillingness  to 
cooperate  with  an  assault  weapon  registration  and  ban.^2  Qqq^j  citizens  who  recognize  a  right  to  their 
weapons  and  who  contemplate  compliance  with  registration  schemes  cannot  be  reassured  by  the  confiscation 
of  weapons  that  has  followed  registrations  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and  Chicago.  Intolerable  police  state 
tactics  would  be  necessary  to  obtain  even  marginal  compliance  -  too  high  a  price  for  too  little  benefit. 

Certain  strategies  and  attitudes  are  counter-productive.  The  incremental  or  "First  Step"  an>roach  is 
perceived  by  gun  owners  as  "We'll  take  what  we  can  get  today,  the  rest  we'll  take  tomorrow."  Such  an 
j^proach  makes  gun  owners  unwilling  to  make  justifiable  concessions  for  fear  of  approaching  the  "slippery 
slope"  that  has  led  many  nations  towards  the  total  prohibition  of  guns.^'  The  gun  confiscations  and 
legislation  such  as  Congressman  Owens'  H.J  Jies  438,  a  resolution  to  repeal  the  Second  Amendment,  lead 
gun  owners  to  believe  they  are  already  on  that  "sUppery  slope."  An  undeserved  pose  of  moral  superiority  is 
a  distraction  from  objective  analysis  and  is.  therefore,  an  impediment  to  rational  solutions.  In  the  field  of 
guns,  crime,  and  violence,  organized  medicine  has  much  to  learn  conceptually  and  methodologically  from 
the  criminological,  legal,  and  social  science  literature.  In  these  issues,  organized  medicine  should  adqjt 
scientific  objectivity. 

Effectual  soiution.s  to  criminal  violence 

While  an  assault  weapon  ban  may  have  appeared  to  the  Council  to  be  a  simple  solution  to  America's 
epidemic  of  violence,  a  scholarly  review  of  the  literature  fmds  no  reliable  data  to  suf^rt  such  a  ban. 
Unfortunately  the  Council's  faulty  call  for  prohibition  may  distract  legislators  and  the  public  from 
addressing  effective  methods  of  controlling  violence. 

Good  evidence  exists  that  violence  in  entertainment  contributes  significantly  towards  violence  in  our 
society .^•^^•^^  That  unwelcome  contribution  should  be  minimized.  In  view  of  First  Amendment 
protections  we  should  encourage  voluntary  restraint  by  an  entertainment  industry  cognizant  of  its  ill  effects 
on  children.  Parents  should  exercise  control  over  their  children's  viewing  habits.  The  misdirection  of  anger 
and  frustration  can  be  mitigated  by  training. 


249 


"Assault  Weapons"  Revisited  —  An  Analysis  of  the  AMA  Report 
revised   April  26.   1994  by  Edgar  A.  Suter,  MP  page   12 


We  should  reassess  national  drug  policies  that  make  the  dnig  trade  so  attractively  profltable  that  people 
will  kill  to  reap  those  profits.  We  should  encourage  the  stabilization  of  the  American  fanuly.  We  must 
break  the  vicious  circle  of  violence,  parent  infecting  child,  that  stems  from  the  abuse  of  children. 

HL  Mencken  observed  that  for  every  complex  problem  there  is  a  simple  solution  —  and  it  is  wrong. 
Violence  in  our  society  is  a  complex  problem  and  gun  prohibition  is  being  advanced  as  the  simple  solution 
—  and  it  is  wrong.  We  must  not  be  side-tracked  by  the  illusions  of  simplistic  "s<dutions.'' 
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A  Failure  of  Peer  Review 
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IntroductioD 


It  LS  philosophic  bias, 
rather  than  scientific  ob- 
lectivity,  that  character- 
izes the  debate  on  gun 
control  '  Despite  a  pre- 
tense ol  scientific  obiec- 
tivitv  and  method,  the 
medical  literature  is  no 
exception  As  an  exam- 
ple of  the  naked  bias, 
consider  the  stated  no- 
data-are-needed  policy 
of  the  New  England  Jour- 
nal ol  Medicine  Consider 
the  illogic  and  preiudice  of  its  editor  s 
recent  proposal  that  if  a  little  gun  con- 
trol does  not  work,  then  certainly  more 
gun  control  is  needed^  As  this  paper 
will  document,  errors  ol  fact,  design 
and  interpretation  abound  in  the  medi- 
cal literature  on  guns  and  violence 
Many  have  credulously  restated  the 
opinions  of  partisan  CDC  researchers, 
but  given  short  shrift  to  the  refuting 
data  and  criticisms.  For  matters  of 
"fact. '  it  is  not  unusual  to  find  third- 
hand  citations  of  editorials  rather  than 
citations  of  primary  data. 

Though  it  has  become  quite  fashion- 
able to  speak  of  an  "epidemic  of  vio- 
lence." analysis  of  recent  homicide 
and  accident  rates  for  which  demo- 
graphics are  available  show  a  relatively 
stable  to  slightly  declining  trend  for  ev- 
ery segment  of  American  society  ex- 
cept inner  city  teenagers  and  young 
adults  primarily  involved  m  illicit  drug 
trallicking  (Graph  1:  US  Homicide 
Rates  1977-1988"  &  Graph  2:  "Se- 
lected Homicide  Rates  Compari- 
sons"). Federal  law  makes  gun  pur- 
chase by  teenagers  illegal  throughout 
the  US.  The  teenagers  and  young 
adults  most  at  risk  for  violence  live  in 
urban  jurisdictions  with  the  most  strin- 
gent gun  controls  The  areas  with  the 


Abstract 
Errors  of  fact,  design,  and  Interpretation  abound  In 
the  medical  literature  on  guns  and  violence.  The  peer 
review  process  has  failed  to  prevent  pubilcatioo  of  the 
errors  of  politicized,  resuils-orienled  research.  Most  of 
the  data  on  guns  and  violence  are  available  in  the  crlmi- 
nologic.  legal,  and  social  sciences  literature,  yet  such 
data  escape  acknowledgment  or  analysis  of  the  medical 
literature.  Lobbyists  and  other  partisans  continue  to  pro- 
mulgate the  fallacies  that  cloud  the  public  debate  ani 
impede  the  development  of  effective  strategies  to  reduce 
violence  in  our  society.  This  article  examines  a  represen- 
tative sample  of  politicized  and  incompetent  research. 


most  severe  gun  restrictions  have  the 
worst  violence  and  areas  with  the  most 
permissive  gun  policies  have  the  least 
violence. 


The  benefits  of  guns 
are  the  lives  saved, 
the  injuries  prevented, 
the  medical  costs 
saved,  and  the 
property  protected  — 
not  the  burglar  or 
rapist  body  count. 


Long-term  study  shows  that  homi- 
cide and  suicide  rates  wax  and  wane 
independent  of  gun  controls  and  gun 
ownership  (Graph  3:  20th  Century  US 
Homicide  and  Suicide  Rates).  The  gun 
accident  rate  has  fallen  steadily  for  de- 
cades and  now  hovers  at  an  all  time 
low'  (Graph  4:  20th  Century  US  Fire- 
arms Accident  Rates)  Though  guns 
and  ammunition  meet  none  ol  Koch  s 


I        Postulates  of  Pathoge- 
I       nicity.  certain  physician 
advocates  of  gun  prohi- 
;        bition  have  played  de- 
'       ceptively  with  the  imag- 
j       ery  ol  "the  bullet  as 
pathogen    ■*  Using  in- 
competent research  or 
contrived  and  emotive 
rnagep.'  to  promote  a  po- 
litical  agenda  only  OD- 
scures  the  real  problems 
and  impedes  real  solu- 
tions  The  prohibition- 
-i        ists  undeserved  pose  of 
moral  superiority  is  a 
distraction  from  objective  analysis  and 
is.  therefore,  an  impediment  to  rational 
solutions. 

Webster  et  al.°  use  powerful  images 
of  children  in  carefully  crafted  compar- 
isons to  mislead  us  Mentioning  "Gun- 
shot wounds  are  the  third  most  com- 
mon cause  of  injury  deaths  among 
children  aged  10  to  14  years  assid- 
uously avoids  noting  that  onlv  the  first 
leading  cause  ol  death  amongst  chil- 
dren, motor  vehicle  accidents,  is  hor- 
rific (Graph  5:  Children's  Accidental 
Deaths). 

Politicization  ol  research  cannot  co- 
exist with  the  scientific  objectivity  nec- 
essary for  sound  design  ant  analysis 
of  studies.  Errors  of  fact,  design,  and 
interpretation  abound  in  the  medical 
literature  on  guns  and  violence.  The 
medical  literature  is  a  relative  new- 
comer to  the  public  debate  on  guns 
and  violence,  yet  the  medical  literature 
has  virtually  ignored  all  ol  the  compre- 
hensive scholarly  evaluations  of  guns, 
violence,  and  gun  control,  such  as  the 
National  Institute  of  Justice  studies,  " 
the  monumental  review  by  gun  control 
advocate  Kleck  (that  in  1993  won  the 
American  Society  ol  Criminology's  Hin- 
delang  Award  as  "the  most  important 
contribution  to  criminology  in  3 
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years'*)."^  the  cross  cultural  or  other 
analyses  by  Kopel."  '•'  "  or  Kates.  ' 
Facklers  criticisms  of  voodoo  wound 
ballistics.  ""'''  and  relutation"  of  the 
American  Medical  Associations  gross 
distortions'^  on  "assault  weapons." 

Those  readers  familiar  only  with  the 
medical  literature  on  guns  should  re- 
view the  extensive  criticisms  of  meth- 
odolog\'  and  conclusions. ■''  documen- 
tation of  false  citations,  fabrication  of 
data,  and  other  "overt  mendacity"  in 
the  medical  literature  on  guns.-'  "sage- 
cralt."--  and  thorough  reviews  of  Cen- 
ters for  Disease  Control  and  Preven- 
tion i^CDO  bias  '  •'  The  medical 
literature  s  inbred  selectivity  demon- 
strates half-hearted,  if  any.  effort  at  ob- 
lectivnty  Rather  than  balance  the  mer- 
its and  dements  of  gun  prohibition  it 
;s  the  purpose  oi  this  paper  to  e.xpose 
representative  samples  of  biased  and 
incompetent  research  and  to  spur 
greater  skepticism  of  "politically  cor- 
rect." results-oriented  polemics.  The 
taxpayer  funding  of  such  politicized  re- 
search merits  debate  For  a  discussion 
of  the  merits  and  demerits  of  gun  regis- 
tration, licensing,  waiting  periods,  and 
bans,  the  reader  is  guided  to  the  schol- 
arly reviews  cited  above 

The  "43  Times  •  Fallacy 

Kellermano  AU  Reay  DT.  Protec- 
I  UoD  or  peril?  An  aoalysis  of  fire- 
amu-relaled  deaths  in  the  home.  N  i 
Eogl  J  Med  1986.  314:  1S57-60. 

Methodologic  and  Conceptual  Er- 
rors: 

•  Pre|udicially  truncated  data 

•  Non-sequttur  logic 

•  Correct  methodology  described, 
but  not  used,  by  the  authors 

•  Repeated  the  harshly  criticized 
methodology  of  Rushforth  from  a 
decade  earlier 

•  Deceptively  understated  the  pro- 
tective benefits  of  guns. 


To  suggest  that  science  has  proven 
I  that  defending  oneself  or  one's  family 
with  a  gun  is  dangerous   gun  prohibi- 
I  tionlsts  often  claim:  "a  gun  owner  is  43 
j  times  more  likely  to  kill  a  family  mem- 
ber than  an  intruder    "  This  is  Kel- 
lermann  and  Reays  flawed  risk-benefit 
ratio  for  gun  ownership.'^  heavily  criti- 


cized for  its  deceptive  approach  and 
Its  non-sequitur  logic.'*'-*-" Clouding 
the  public  debate,  this  fallacy  is  one  of 
the  most  misused  slogans  of  the  anti- 
self-defense  lobby 

The  true  measure  of  the  protective 
benefits  of  guns  are  the  lives  saved,  the 
injuries  prevented,  the  medical  costs 
saved,  and  the  properly  protected  — 
not  the  burglcir  or  rapist  body  count. 
Since  only  0  1%  to  0.2%  of  defensive 
gun  usage  involves  the  death  of  the 
criminal.'" any  study,  such  as  this,  that 
counts  criminal  deaths  as  the  only 
measure  of  the  protective  benefits  of 
guns  will  expectedly  underestimate 
the  benefits  of  firearms  by  a  factor  of 
500  to  1.000. 


The  medical  literature 
is  a  relative  newcomer 
to  the  public  debate 
on  guns  and  violence 
yet  has  virtually 
ignored  all  of  the 
comprehensive 
scholarly  evaluations 
of  this  subject,  such 
as  studies  by  the 
National  Institute  of 
Justice,  Kleck,  Kopel, 
Kates,  or  Fackler. 


Interestingly,  ihe  authors  themselves 
described,  but  did  not  use.  Ihe  correct 
methodology  They  acknowledged  that 
a  true  risk-benefit  consideration  of 
guns  in  the  home  should  (but  did  not 
in  their  "calculations  ')  include  "cases 
in  which  burglars  or  intruders  are 
wounded  or  frightened  away  by  the  i 
use  or  display  of  a  flrecum  (and  |  cases 
in  which  would-be  intruders  may  have 
purposely  avoided  a  house  known  to  i 
be  armed.  .  .  ."^  | 

Kellermann  and  Reay  had  repeated  I 
the  harshly  criticized  folly  of  Rush- 
forth-^  from  a  decade  earlier.  In  1976. 


Bruce-Biggs  criticized  Rushforth  not- 
ing that  the  protective  benefits  of  guns 
are  the  lives  saved  and  the  pro'perty 
protected,  not  the  burglar  body 
count  -'  Kellermann  and  Reay  would 
have  done  well  to  heed  that  simple  ca- 
veal  Objoctive  analysis,  even  by  their 
own  standards,  shows  the  "more  likely 
to  kill  a  family  member  than  intruder" 
comparison  to  be  deceptively  appeal- 
ing, though  only  a  specious  contriv- 
ance. 

Caveats  about  earlier  estimates  ol  I 
million  protective  uses  of  guns  each 
year"  have  led  Kleck  to  perform  the 
largest  scale,  national,  and  method- 
ologically sound  study  of  the  protec- 
tive uses  of  guns  suggesting  between 
800.000  and  2.4  million  protective  uses 
nf  guns  each  vear**  —  not  Quite  as  "in- 
tangible" as  Kassirer  claimea-'  —  .js 
many  as  75  lives  protected  by  a  gun  for 
every  life  lost  to  a  gun.  as  many  as  5 
lives  protected  per  minute  Guns  not 
only  repel  crime,  guns  deter  crime  as 
is  shown  by  repeated  .National  Insti- 
tute of  Justice  surveys  ol  criminals.' 
These  are  the  benefits  ol  guns  over- 
looked by  scientists  whose  politics 
overshadow  their  objectivity 

At  his  presentation  to  the  October 
17.  1993.  Handgun  Epidemic  Lowering 
Program  conference.  Kellermann  emo- 
tionally admitted  his  anti-gun  bias,  a 
bias  evident  in  the  pattern  ol  Kel- 
lermann s  "research." 

The  "43  Times  '  Fsdiacy  Becomes  the 
"2.7  Times"  Fallacy 

Kellermann  and  his  co-authors  have 
persisted  in  their  discredited  method- 
ology In  a  1993  t\eui  England  Journal 
of  Medicine  article.'^  Kellermann  et  al. 
once  again  attempted  to  prove  that 
guns  in  the  home  are  a  significant  risk. 

Both  the  case  studies  and  control 
groups  in  this  study  were  socially  and 
demographically  unrepresentative  ol 
the  areas  studied  or  ol  the  nation  as  a 
whole.  The  groups  had  exceptionally 
high  Incidence  of  social  dysfunction 
and  instability.  For  example.  52.7%  of 
case  subjects  had  a  history  of  a  house- 
hold member  being  arrested.  24. S% 
had  alcohol-related  problems.  31.3% 
had  a  household  history  of  illicit  drug 
abuse.  3 1  8%  had  a  household  member 
hit  or  hurt  in  a  family  fight.  17  3'^  had 
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Krllcnnnnii  Al.,  Rlvara  M*.  KiihIi 
forth  NB,  el  al.  Gun  owiierslilp  as 
a  rUk  fuitor  for  liumlcldc  In  tlu* 
home.  N  KnKi  J  Med  I993;3.:9 
(15)1084-91. 

MethodoIoKic  and  Ciinceptuai  Er- 
rors 

•  Used  only  tnie  l<>i{istic  reK^^ession 
model  to  describe  multiple  socially 
distinct  populations 

•  Psychosot  lallv.  rcononilc.illv.  anil 
ethnically  unrepresentative  -iludv- 
populatlons 

•  Study  populations,  compareil  lo 
general  population,  over-repre 
sented  serious  social  dysfunction 

I  and  financial  instability,  factors  that 
'  would  expectedlv  increase  risks  o( 
homicide 

•  I'nrepresentalive  n.ilun*  t»l  iKs- 
I  functional  study  populations  pre- 
vents ^eneralizinK  results  to  popula- 
tion at  larj^e 

•  When  propvrh  used,  an  "odds  ra- 
tlo"  only  estimates  n'latwr  risk  of 
study  and  control  populations  — 
mlsleadin^  because  the  ratu>  i^ives 
no  estimate  ol  actual  or  baseline 
risk 

•  One  week  after  publication  of  this 
article,  during  his  presentation  to  a 
gun  prohibition  advocacy  group. 
H.E.LI*  Conference  (Chicago,  Octo- 
ber 18.  li)93).  the  lead  author  enu>- 
tionallv  admitted  his  anti-gun  bi.is. 
and  similar  to 

KelleriDann  AL,  Reay  DT.  Protec- 
tion or  Peril?  An  AnalysU  of  Fire- 
amu-Related  Deallu  In  the  Home.  " 
N  Engl  J  Med  1986:314:1557-60: 

•  Ignored  criticisms  ol  1986  method- 
ology, so.  for  the  second  time,  re- 
peated the  harshly  criticized  meth- 
odology of  Rushforth  from  1976 

•  Nonsequitur  logic 

"  In  1986,  correct  methoilology  do- 
scribed,  but  never  used,  by  the 
lead  author 

•  Failed  to  consider  the  protective 
benefits  of  guns. 


a  family  member  hurt  so  severely  in  a 
lanuly  tight  that  medical  .ittention  was 
required-  Both  the  case  studies  and 
control  groups  in  this  study  had  very 
high  incidence  of  financial  instability 
For  rxainple.  both  case  subject  and 
control  luMils  of  household  hati  a  riie- 


(li.iii  I  lollingshe.ul  sot  torroiiomic 
stoic  itf  1  (on  .1  scale  ot  I  lo  .'>  with  I 
tn'ing  the  highest  lc\fi  ol  sotioi'cct- 
nnmii  sl.itus)  riu'se  .irr  l,u'tors  that 
woiiUl  rxprcti'dly  be  associ.ttrd  with 
higher  rales  of  vu>lence,  including 
liomicide  The  subieits  and  c(»ntrols 
did  not  even  reflect  the  racial  pmlilr 
n|  the  slutlied  counties.  U2"-  of  the  sui>- 
li'cts  were  black  coniparetl  with  J.'t '.. 
ot  the  iwerail  population  of  the  three 
s(iidi«>d  lounties 


Aberrant  data,  illogical 
analysis,  weak 
analogies,  and  gross 
exaggerations  should 
not  be  a  basis  for 
public  policy. 


rile  unrepresentative  nature  ot  the 
case  ami  i"ontrol  groups  undercut  the 
authtirs"  .ittempts  lo  generalize  Irom 
ihis  study  to  the  nation  at  large.  The 
results  cannot  even  be  getierallzed  to 
the  counties  studied  because  both  the 
case  and  t  ontrol  groups  did  nt)t  even 
represent  the  ethnic  or  socioeconomic 
diversity  ot  the  counties  studied  With 
so  many  t  tiinplex  variables,  the  .lu- 
thors  should  have  used  muitiv>le  logis- 
tic regression  models,  but  with  their  ti 
finon  bias,  they  used  only  one  logistic 
regression  model 

Interestingly,  according  t4)  the  au- 
thors own  data,  guns  were  next  lo  last 
in  importance  of  the  "risk  (actors  ' 
studied.  Alcohol,  llvmg  alone,  family  vi- 
olence, and  renting  <me  s  home  held 
more  risk  than  guns  according  to  the 
authors'  calculations,  yet  the  most  im- 
portant risks  were  barely  mentionetl  in 
the  publicity  or  the  authors  discus- 
sion. 

"Proving"  A  Foregone  Conclusion 

In  another  effort  to  prove  that  guns 
in  the  home  are  a  significant  risk.  Kel- 
lermann  and  his  co-authors  purported 
to  examine  certain  (  orrelates  ot  sui- 
cide." Tliough  the  authors   own  data 


Kellermann  AL,  Rlvara  FP,  Somen 
G.  el  al.  Suicide  In  the  home  in  rela- 
tionship to  gun  ownership.  N  Fjigl 
J  Med  1992;327:467-72. 

Melhodologlc  and  Conceptual  Er- 
rors: 

•  An  "adlustment"  to  eliminate  sui- 
cide outside  the  home  for  the  stated 
purpose  of  exaggerating  the  focus 
on  guns 

•  Ignored  the  vast  body  of  data  on 
suicide  method  substitution 

•  The  authors  virtually  Ignored  their 
own  data  showing  that  factors,  such 
as  psychotropic  medications,  drug 
abuse,  living  alone,  and  hospitaliza- 
tion for  alcoholism,  have  much 
higher  correlations  with  suicide 
than  guns 

•  Failed  to  address  the  Important  stv 
cial  and  ethical  dilemma  —  how  to 
reduce  oreralt  suicide  rates 

■  Ignored  the  role  of  falling  health  in 
the  suicide  of  the  elderly 


showed  higher  correlations  between 
suicide  ami  psychotropic  medications, 
drug  abuse,  living  aU)ne,  and  hospital- 
isation tor  alcoholism,  the  article  li»- 
cused  on  guns 

The  authors  "adjustment  "  —  their 
word  —  that  eliminated  the  MV-  ol  sui- 
cides outside  the  victim  s  home  inten- 
tionallv  skewed  the  data  tow.irds  their 
foregone  c(.niclusu>n  The  .luthors  can- 
didly ackii  iwledged  their  bias,  ihir 
study  w.is  restricted  to  suicules  m  the 
victim  s  home  heniiise  a  previous 
studv  has  indicated  that  most  suicides 
committed  uifh  gt/n.s  ttccur  there 
[t'lnphasis  added] 

\s  Meek  s  review'"  ol  the  broad  ex- 
panse ol  American  and  cross-cultural 
suicide  literature  shows,  even  if  guns 
instantly  evaporated  Irom  the  U  S  .  uni- 
versal access  to  nearly  equally  elfec- 
tlve  and  accessible  means  ol  suicide  — 
hanging,  auto  exhaust,  drowning,  and 
leaping  —  would  likely  interfere  with 
an  overall  reduction  in  suicide  Fvi- 
dence  of  such    "method  substitution 

!  is  extensive.  Many  cultures  that  have 
severe  gun  restrictions  —  Japan 
China.  USSR,  liermany.  Luxembourg. 

I  Denmark.  Belgium.  Surinam.  Trinidad. 
Tobago.  Hungary.  Rumania,  Czecho- 
slovakia, Yugoslavia.  Finland,  and  Swe- 
(),.n  —  have  total  suicide  rates  lar  ex- 
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Suicide  Method  Lethality 
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ceeding  the  USA  suicide  rate  Many 
others  —  Canada.  Iceland.  Bulgaria 
Norway,  and  .\ustralia  —  exceed  the 
USA  sujcide  rate  though  not  quite  so 
dramatically^  (Graph  6:  International 
Suicide  Rales  Comparisons). 

Guns  are  olten  portrayed  as 
uniquely  lethal  as  tools  of  suicide,  yet. 
amongst  tools  of  suicide,  guns  are  nei- 
ther uniquely  available,  uniquely  le- 
thal, nor  causal  of  suicide"*  (Graph  7: 
Suicide  Method  Lethality)  The  au- 
thors preoccupation  with  guns  by- 
passes the  real  social  dilemma,  reduc- 
ing the  total  suicide  rate  Changing 
merely  the  method  of  death  is  an  inad- 
equate response  to  a  grave  social  prob- 

Where  Is  Lawful  Self-defense 
"Murder? 

KeUermann  AL,  Merry  JA.  Men.  i 
women,  and  murder  gender-spe-  I 
dflc  differences  in  rates  of  fatal  vi-  { 
olence  and  victimization.  J  Trauma 
1992:33:1-5. 

Methodologic  and  Conceptual  Er- 
rors: 

•  Most  women  kill  in  defense  of 
themselves  and  their  children.  In 
these  common  circumstances,  law- 
ful self-defense  by  women  against 
their  attackers  is  not  "murder"  In 
any  jurisdiction 

•  The  authors'  discussion  focused 
almost  entirely  on  guns  though  the 
data  on  knives  and  other  weapons 
are  virtually  identical 

•  The  authors  failed  to  note  that  dur- 
ing the  study  period  the  domestic 
homicide  rate  nearly  halved 

•  Provided  no  primary  research,  in- 
stead provides  largely  faulty  analy- 
sis ol  FBI  Uniform  Crime  Reports 
data 

•  Though  purporting  to  assess  an  as- 
pect of  risk,  the  authors  failed  to 
analyze  the  protective  uses  of  guns 
—  lives  saved.  Injuries  prevented, 
medical  costs  saved,  and  property 
protected  —  no  true  risk  benefit 
analysis 

•  Ignored  data  that  suggest  guns  are 
actually  the  safest  and  most  effica- 
cious means  of  resisting  assault. 
rape,  and  even  non-violent  crime 

•  Offered  no  new  Insights  or  solu- 
tions to  the  problem  of  domestic 
abuse. 


lem  Is  suicide  from  hanging  or  auto 
exhaust  so  much  more  'politically  cor- 
rect" that  research,  particularly  in 
these  limes  of  financial  austerity 
should  locus  on  one  instrumentalitv 
rather  than  on  the  common  roots  and 
prevention  strategies? 


The  prohibitionists' 
undeserved  pose  of 
moral  superiority  is  a 
distraction  from 
objective  analysis  and 
is,  therefore,  an 
Impediment  to  rational 
solutions  to  violence 
in  society. 


Though  recognizing  the  risk  and 
physical  disadvantage  of  women.  Kel- 
lermann  and  Mercy  attempted  to  draw 
us  to  their  conclusion  that  'the  wis- 
dom of  promoting  firearms  to  women 
for  self-protection  should  be  seriouslv 
questioned  '"  No  effort  was  made  by 
the  authors  to  assess  the  protective 
uses  ol  guns  by  women  In  fact,  the 
authors  attempted  to  portray  legiti- 
mate self-defense  as  murder  ' 
Women  are  abused  2  million  to  4  mil- 
lion times  per  year."  Their  children  are 
similarly  abused,  even  fatcilly  *'  Almost 
all  the  "spouses  and  domestic  part- 
ners '  killed  by  women  each  year  are 
the  very  same  men.  well  Icnown  to  the 
police,  often  with  substance  abuse  his- 
tories, who  have  been  brutalizing  their 
wives,  girlfriends  and  children  °" 

Defense  with  a  gun  results  in  fewer 
injuries  to  the  defender  (17.4%)  than 
resisting  with  less  powerful  means 
(knives.  40.3%,  other  weapon.  22%; 
physical  force.  50.8%:  evasion.  34.9%: 
etc.)  and  in  fewer  injuries  than  not  re- 
sisting at  all  (24.7%) '"  Guns  are  the  saf- 
est and  most  effective  means  of  protec- 
tion. This  is  particularly  important  to 
:  women,  children,  the  elderly,  the 
handicapped,  the  weak,  and  the  infirm, 
those  who  are  most  vulnerable  to  vi- 


cious male  predators  (Graph  8:  Rates 
of  Crime  Completion  by  Victim's 
Method  of  Protection,  &  Graph  9; 
Rales  of  Victim  Injury  by  Victim's 
Method  of  Protection). 

Would  it  be  more  "politically  cor- 
rect"  if  women  or  children  were  killed 
by  their  attackers  —  the  common  out- 
come when  women  do  not  defend 
themselves  and  their  children  with 
guns? 

The  article's  title  notwithstanding, 
lawful  self-defense  is  not  "murder "  in 
any  |urisdiction  It  has  been  estimated 
that  as  many  as  20%  of  homicides  are 
self-defense  or  lustifiable  in  the  final 
analysis.-'  Since  the  FBI  Uniform  Crime 
Reports  records  "justifiable  homicide" 
based  on  the  preliminary  determina- 
tion 01  the  reporting  officer  rather 
tnan  upon  tne  ftrial  determination,  the 
FBI  data  dramatically  under-report 
■'justiliable  homicide  "  Knowing  one 
another  is  sufficient  to  meet  the  FBI's 
definition  of  "acquaintance,"  so  "ac- 
quaintance "  includes  the  maniac  in 
one  s  apartment  building  and  dueling 
drug  dealers 

.\l  unconscionable  expense  this  arti- 
cle recapitulated  FBI  Uniform  Crime 
Reports  data  that  were  already  avail- 
able "off  the  shelf"  for  120  from  the 
U  S.  Government  Printing  Office  The 
data  only  bolster  what  we  already 
knew  about  women  s  risk  at  home,  but 
KeUermann  and  Mercy  —  uniustilied 
by  the  data  —  singled  out  guns  for  spe- 
cial treatment.  "'When  women  killed 
with  a  gun,  their  victim  was  five  times 
more  likely  to  be  their  spouse  '"  Kel- 
lermann  and  Mercy  failed  to  acknowl- 
edge, however,  that  the  FBI  data  they 
recounted  showed  that  when  women 
killed  with  a  knife,  their  victim  was  also 
five  times  more  likely  to  be  their 
spouse  —  and  when  women  killed  with 
other  means,  their  victim  was  over 
four  times  more  likely  to  be  their 
spouse. 

The  most  meaningful  conclusion 
from  this  study,  the  conclusion  missed 
by  KeUermann  and  Mercy,  is  the  tre- 
mendous restraint  shown  by  women, 
that  they  kill  so  few  of  their  contempt- 
ible abusers.  Interestingly,  during  the 
study  period  of  this  article,  1976-87. 
the  domestic  homicide  rate  fell  from 
2.4  to  1.4  per  100.000.  ""and  the  num- 
ber of  teen  and  child  gun  accident  latal- 
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ilirs  Irll  (roin  XW  lc>  JSII  "  .ill  tins 
whili-  ilH  r<-.isiiit{  ntitnlu-i\  ol  viiiiis  wi-m- 

III    III!'    Il.lllds   111    ll.S    titl/CIIS      II    IS    .ilsii 

wiiilh  iliilinii;  tli.il  IIk'  Ih^IiIv  IimiIi'iI 
■|>tiili(<'r.ilioii  III  nuns'  li.is  iioi  lirrii 
.issiH'i.iIrd  Willi  .III  ilKTtMSt*  III  riitt's  itl 
k!iin  owntTship  '" 

Thf  in. ill'  .nilliors  |i,iln>ln/iiiij  siik;- 
ijrstions  .ilioiit  i^iin  tiwiifrsliip  hv 
wfinirii  .irr  iiitl  iiisIiIumI  t>v  .iv.iil.ililf 
il.ila  I'.irtis.tn  sctrntisls  '  who  string 
ijle  to  srul|>l  thnr  d.il.i  In  In  thrir  n 
prion  ciiiuUlSKilis  should  lif  iijnorcd 
or  crnsurt'd  .St.ilislK  ,il  U'l^rrdoni.iiii 
1  nnnot  hide  wh.il  Ihf  .itilhors  l.iil<'<l  li> 
riH'nynizr  .1  woillilii  stir  iliilds  lilc  lost 
hrcausi*  .1  \i\\n  was  .ihsfnt  is  iii  trnst  .is 
v.iliiable  .IS  a  violent  predator  s  hie  losi 
tn'i  aiisr  .1  ijun  w.is  (irescill  VVtiinrn  <irr 
tiislilird  .11  roiu  liidini;  Ih.il  v'uns  .irr 
Ihf  most  iMlcitive  .11111  salesl  looLs  01 
si'H-drtense  t'.itehv  ratios  .iiid  rnii- 
trivcd  conip.irisolls  detratt  Irom  tin* 
public  drhatrandari'  little  coiisolal ion 
to  the  brutalized  vietnns  or  llieir  unev- 
iiiK  sui^'ivors 


Why  Are  Ihr  Black  and 

Hispanic  Homicide  Rales 

So  High  In  Seattle? 


Sloan  JH.  Kellemiann  AL,  Reay  DT. 
et  al.  Handgun  regulatkina,  crime, 
aaaanlu,  and  homicide:  a  lale  of 
two  cities.  N  Engl  J  Med 
I988:319:I25&«2. 
Methodologic  and  Conceptual  Er- 
ror*: 

•  Attempled  a  simplistic  single- 
cause  Interpretation  ol  dIHerences 
observed  In  demograpiilcally  dis- 
similar cities  and  cultures. 

•  Purported  to  evaluate  the  elllcacy 
ol  Canadian  gun  control  without 
evaluating  the  situation  before  the 
law 

•  The  Vancouver  homicide  rate  in- 
creased 25%  after  the  institution  ot 
the  1977  Canadian  law 

•  Failed  to  acknowledge  that,  except 
lor  Blacks  and  Hlspanlcs,  homicide 
rates  were  lower  In  the  US  than  In 
Canada. 


Sloan.  Kellermann.  and  their  coau- 
thors attempted  to  prove  that  Cana- 
da's i(un  laws  caused  low  rates  <il  vio- 
lence "  In  their  stuily  ot  Vancouver. 

TpII     Jni(»N*l    Of    IMF    MirtU   *l     ASM).   I*  t  ION  1.1    < 


the  .lulhors  failed  to  conip.ire  honii 
t  ide  r.itrs  before  .mil  alter  the  law  /\s 
m.u  km. Ill  noleil."  Ihev  li.id  ii'nored  01 
ovi'riookeil  III. It  I'lirK  oiM'i'f  /i<ii/.'(i'. 
nunc  hfiniH  liU's  ulu-t  Ihf  i'liiuiihiin  1^1111 
txul.  all  observation  Ih.il  should  w.ir- 
rant  scientilu  e\plor.itloii  .mil  ifen- 
er.ite  .1  he.ilthy  skeptu  isni  ol  the 
.iiithors  forei(one  1  oiuiusions  Ulack- 
ill. Ill  s  critirpie  .iiid  analogy  were  so 
oil  l.iri^et"  .IS  to  be  aniusinij: 


Readers  familiar  only 
with  the  medical 
literature  on  guns 
should  review  the 
extensive  criticisms  of 
methodology  and 
conclusions, 
documentation  of 
false  citations, 
fabrication  of  data, 
and  other  "overt 
mendacity." 


Thr  ViiiHouivrSealllv  slmly  k  the 
rtftuvolrnt  of  tfstinn  an  f.rpennirnral 
ilniif  to  rnntrot  bypeneriMon  hv  findini^ 
two  ortliniirvloobint;.  mifitlle  i/us.s 
irliilf  men.  one  .'5  wars  ol,l  ami  ihf 
other  41),  and  wilhoul  hrsi  lakinif  Iheir 
vilal  fiitns.  adminislerinif  Ihe  expi-n- 
mental  drus(  lo  the  J5  year-old  while 
Hwini(  Ihe  4l)-vear-old  a  placeho.  then 
lakinii  their  hinod  pressure  anil,  on 
findini^  the  younifer  man  to  have  a 
lower  hliHtd  pressure,  annountinn  in 
a  special  article  '  a  new  medical 
hreukthmugh  It  would  be  nice  to  think 
that  such  a  study  would  neither  be  1 
hinded  by  the  taxpayers  nor  published  1 
in  the  I  New  Kngland  Journal  ol  Medi- 
cine 1." 

Since  Its  publication,  this  article  on  1 
sun  control  Is  among  those  most  (re- 
Huenlly  cited,  though  this  small  scale 
(two Cities)  study  has  been  thoroui(hlv 

iini.ia     ViMiiMt  H3      Mabth  1944 


debunked  bv  three.  I.iri^e-si  .lie  (ii.i 
tion.il  .ind  iniilli-nation.il)  sliidii-s  "  '' '" 
Kellerin.iiin  .ind  Sloan's  bi.ised  iiiti'i 
pret.itioii  111  their  data,  .isseiliiii;  th.it 
nuns  .ire  lo  111, line  lor  crime,  .iss.iiilts 
,ind  liomicide.  is  even  n*(uted  bv  tlieir 
own  statistics 

Kellermann  .mil  Sin. in  glossed  over 
the  disparate  ethnic  composilions  ni 
.Si-altlel  Vl  I"..  bl.ick.indHlsp.iiiK  :  7  I".. 
Asian  I  .iiid  V.incouver  (II  S  "..  bl.ick  .iiid 
ilisp.inic  21  1"..  Asian  I  Ihe  impor- 
tance' IVspiti-  tv|)icallv  lintber  preva- 
leiue  ol  lei(.il  ^\\\\  owilersllip  .iilionijst 
non-Hispanic  Caucasians  in  the  M.S  " 
the  liomu  id(*  rate  was  lower  lor  iion- 
lllspanic-t'aucasian  .Se.itlle  residents 
111  1  per  ion  (10(11  than  lor  those  in  adla- 
I  enl  Vaniouver.  C.in.id.i  k;  I)  I  Inlv  be- 
.  iiise  the  .Ne.iiile  Ulack  i:!ll  i.i  .mil  Ilis- 
p.inic iJli  '.!)  honiii  ide  r.iles  were 
.istrononiic  could  llie  authors  iii.ike 
their  claim 

Could  iiuiis  li.ive  some  special  evil 
influence  over  blacks  and  iilspanics. 
but  not  others'  Hardly'  The  authors 
failed  to  identifv  Ihe  inescapable  truth 
The  Tools  of  mner-i'ity  violence  lie  in 
the  disruption  of  the  faniilv.  the  break- 
down ol  society,  desperate  .ind  deinor 
allzed  poverty,  promotion  ol  violence 
by  liie  niedi.i.'  "  the  prollt  ol  ilie  driiy 
Irade.  tin'  t>.itholot{y  of  siibst.ince 
.ibiise.  I  liilil  .ibiise.  disrespect  for  .lu- 
Ihoritv.  .Hid  r.u  isni  —  not  in  kiiiii  own- 
ership 

lor  .III  even-li.indi'd  ,iiid  scliol.irlv 
cross-<  ulturalconipansoii  of  hiuns.  vhk 
lence.  .ind  ^iiii  control.  Ihe  re.ider  is 
referred  to  Kopel's  lompendnim  ''  If 
one  reviews  homicide  and  suicide 
data,  despite  lm(h  levels  of  ^'ull  owner- 
ship and  high  levels  uf  gun  control,  the 
US.  lares  well  In  comparison  with 
III, my  ciitinlries.  even  those  suppos- 
edly "non-violoiit"  nations  whose  i;un 
I  iinlrols  the  U  .S.  is  invileil  to  emul.iti'. 
such  as  Japan    ikiw  do  IIS  hoiiiKide. 
suicide,  aiiil  intentional  fatality  (com- 
bined liomuide  anil  suicide)  r.ites 
compare  with  other  ii.itions*  (Grapli    , 
6:  International  Suicide  Rates  Com-    i 
parlsons:  Graph  10:  International    > 
Homicide  Rales  Comparison.i:  & 
Graph  1 1:  International  Intentional    i 
Fatality  01omiclde*Sulclde)  Rates    I 
Comparisons)    Certainly  Ihe  determi-    i 
nants  ol  the  levels  ol  violence  m  a  soci- 
ety are  ill. my  and  comple.x. 
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Rates  of  Injury  by  Victim's  Method  of  Protection 
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InternntionnI  Intentional  Fatality  (Homicide  +  Suicide)  Rates  Comparison 


fn.m  \V.,rl.1  Mrnllh  I>i|;nnt7iili>iii    I'lH'l 
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Forelelling  the  Future  —  Gun 

Problbltioiilstf  and  CrimlnaU 

Share  a  Crystal  Ball 


Loftln  C  McDowall  D,  Wlersema 
B,  Cottey  TJ.  Eflectt  of  restrictive 
liceiulng  of  bandfuiu  on  bomldde 
and  raldde  In  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia.  N  Engl  J  Med  1991; 
325:1615-20. 

Methodologic  and  Conceptual  Er- 
rors: 

•  The  apparent,  temporary,  and  mi- 
nuscule homicide  drop  occurred  2 
years  before  the  Washington.  DC. 
law  took  effect 

•  The  "interrupted  time  series" 
methodology  as  toed  by  Loftin  et  aL 
has  been  invalidated 

•  The  study  used  raw  numbers 
'  rather  than  population-corrected 

rates  —  not  correcting  for  the  20* 
population  decrease  In  Washington. 
DC,  during  the  study  period  or  for 
the  25%  increase  in  the  control  pop- 
ulation —  exaggerating  the  authors' 
misinterpretations 
•The  study  conveniently  stopped  as 
Washington,  DCs  overall  homicide 
rate  skyrocketed  to  S  times  the  na- 
tional average  and  the  black,  male, 
teen  homicide  rate  skyrocketed  to  22 
times  the  national  average 

•  Used  a  drastically  dissimilar  demo- 
graphic group  as  control 

•  The  authors  virtually  failed  to  dis- 
cuss the  role  of  complicating  factors 
such  as  the  crack  cocaine  trade  and 
criminal  Justice  operations  during 
the  study  period. 


Loftin  et  al.  attempted  to  show  that 
Washington.  DCs  1976  ban  on  new 
gun  sales  decreased  murder."  Loftin 
and  his  co-authors,  using  lax  money, 
produced  "research"  with  several  ne- 
gating flaws  that  were  Ignored  or  over- 
looked by  "peer  review"  and  the  edito- 
rial board  of  the  Neio  England  Journal 
of  Medicme  —  perhaps  a  corollary  of 
the  editor's  no-data-are-needed'  pol- 
icy. 

Not  only  has  the  "interrupted  time 
series"  methodology  as  used  by  Loftin 
et  al.  been  invalidated.'"  but  the  tempo- 
rary and  minuscule  homicide  drop  t>e- 
gan  during  1974.  2  years  before  the  gun 
law  —  How  could  the  law.  even  before 
its  proposal,  be  responsible  for  the 
drop? 


The  study  conveniently  slopped  as 
the  Washington.  DC.  homicide  rate 
skyrocketed.  If  the  gun  freeze  law. 
which  has  not  changed,  were  responsi- 
ble lor  the  homicide  arop.  we  would 
expect  the  "drop"  to  continue.  II  the 
"guns-cause-murder  "  theory  is  valid 
and  if  the  gun  freeze  were  effective,  as 
■grandfathered"  guns  leave  circula- 
tion (owner  moves,  dies,  guns  become 
unserviceable,  etc.),  the  homicide  rate 
should  drop  steadily.  Quite  the  oppo- 
site is  observed.  77ie  1976  Washington. 
I  DC,  homicide  rate  before  the  law  was 
!  26  9  (derived  from  population"  and 
!  homicide"  slatisticsj  and  then  tripled  to 
j  80  6  by  1991"  —  despite  or  due  to  the 
I  lau)? 


!  As  many  as  75  lives 
j  are  protected  by  a 
gun  for  every  life  lost 
to  a  gun,  as  many  as 
5  lives  are  protected 
per  minute. 


Justifiable  and  excusable  homicides, 
including  those  by  police  officers,  were 
treated  the  same  as  murders  and  were 
not  excluded  from  the  study  The 
study  used  raw  numbers  rather  than 
population-corrected  rates.  This  did 
not  correct  for  the  20%  population  de- 
crease in  Washington.  DC.  during  the 
study  period  or  for  the  23%  Increase  in 
the  control  population  —  exaggerating 
the  authors'  misinterpretation.  The 
study  used  the  adjacent  suburbs  as  a 
control  group,  an  area  with  demo- 
graphics drastically  different  from  the 
study  group. 

The  authors  examined  and  allowed 
only  a  single  cause  interpretation  — 
guns  are  to  blame.  They  olfhandedly 
discarded  any  other  possible  explana- 
tion. They  specifically  Ignored  the  role 
of  the  crack  cocaine  trade.  FBI  stolen 
property  and  Bureau  of  Alcohol.  To- 
bacco and  Firearms  illegal  weapon 
sting  operations  in  progress  during  the 
study,  and  measures  instituted  during 
the  study  period  that  improved  the  ef- 


ficiency of  the  Washington.  DC.  court 
system.  They  generally  ignored  the 
role  ol  poverty  and  myriad  other  lac- 
tors  related  to  criminal  violence. 

Homicide  has  declined  for  every  seg- 
ment ol  American  society  except  for 
inner  city  teenagers  and  young  adults 
involved  in  illicit  drug  trafficking.  The 
black  teenage  male  homicide  rate  in 
Washington.  DC.  is  227  per  100.000.'' 
yet  less  than  7  per  100.000  lor  rural, 
middle-aged  white  men,"  the  U.S. 
group  for  whom  gun  ownership  has 
the  highest  prevalence."  It  the  guns- 
cause-vioience  '  theory  is  correct  why 
does  Virginia,  the  alleged  "easy  pur- 
chase '  source  of  all  those  illegal 
Washington.  DC.  guns,  not  have  a  mur- 
der rate  comparable  to  DC?  The  guns- 
cause-vioience  theory  founders  (See 
Graph  2:  Selected  Homicide  Rales 
Comparisons). 

Even  in  their  responses  to  criti- 
cism." the  authors  intransigent  bias  is 
evident.  Their  position?  If  a  drop  in 
murder  is  discovered  (or  statistically 
contrived),  gun  control  must  receive 
the  credit,  but  when  attention  was 
drawn  to  the  failures  of  gun  control 
and  their  study  design,  the  skyrock- 
eting murder  rate  must  be  credited  to 
"other  causes."  Shall  we  examine  gun 
control  as  science  or  religion?  it  ap- 
pears that  the  faith  of  true  believers  is 
unshakable  heedless  of  data  and  the 
scientific  method 

Aberrant  and  Sculpted  Data 

An  editorial  by  Koop  and  Lundberg' 
promoting  the  guns  and  autos  analogy 
demonstrated  deceptions  common 
amongst  prohibitionists  —  the  inflam- 
matory use  of  aberrant  and  sculpted 
data  to  reach  illogical  conclusions  in 
the  promotion  of  harmful  and  uncon- 
stitutional policy   The  authors  at- 
tempted to  draw  a  comparison  be- 
tween motor  vehicle  accidental  deaths 
with  all  gun  deaths. 
"One  million  U.S.  Inhabitants  die 
I  prematurely  each  year  as  the  result  of 
'  intentional  homicide  or  suicide"  is  a 
3&-fold  exaggeration."  Whether  care- 
I  lessness  or  prevarication,  such  a  gross 
I  distortion  evokes,  at  best,  questions 
regarding  competence  in  this  field 

It  is  doubtful  that  the  authors  would 
lump  deaths  from  surgery,  knife  at- 
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Koop  CE,  Uiodbcrg  GD.  Violence 
In  America:  a  public  health  emer- 
gency. JAMA  1992:267:3075-76. 
Methodologic  and  Conceptual  Er- 
rors: 

•  Claimed  I  million  US  gun  homi- 
cides per  year  —  a  35-lold  exaggera- 
tion 

•  Lumped  gun  accidents,  homicides. 
and  suicide  In  a  comparison  with 
automobile  accidents  aJone 

•  Used  data  from  2  exceptional 
states,  rather  than  data  from  the  48 
states  where  gun  deaths  were  falling 
faster  than  auto  deaths 

•  The  authors'  weak  analogy  con- 
cluded that  registration  and  licens- 
ing of  guns  would  decrease  deaths, 
though  offering  no  data  to  show  that 
registration  and  licensing  of  auto- 
mobiles resulted  in  such  a  decrease 

•  Postulated  that  controls  appro- 
priate to  a  privilege  (driving)  are 
also  appropriate  to  an  inalienable 
human  right  to  self-preservation 
(gun    oMmership) 

•  Dismissed  —  without  analysis  or 
authority  —  the  constitutional  and 
natural  rights  to  gun  ownership 

•  Though  the  authors  promote  a 
public  health  model  of  gun  owner- 
ship, the  "bullet  as  pathogen  " 
vogue,  guns  meet  none  of  Koch  s 
Postulates  of  Pathogenicity 


lacks,  and  hura  tttn  to  contrive  some 
inference  about  knives,  but  to  claim 
that  Louisiana  and  Texas  (irearms 
deaths  exceed  motor  vehicle  ac- 
cidents." It  was  necessary  to  total 
firearm  accidents,  homicides,  and  sui- 
cides. Koop  and  Lundberg.  as  promot- 
ers oi  the  fashionable  "public  health 
model"  ol  gun  violence,  should  know 
that  the  root  causes  and.  hence,  pre- 
vention strategies  are  very  different  for 
accidents,  homicides,  and  suicides 
Also,  it  is  not  that  firearms  deaths  rose, 
but  that,  m  /usl  those  two  stales,  they 
fell  less  rapidly  than  accidental  auto 
deaths" 

In  the  48  other  states,  the  converse 
Is  noted,  firearms  accidents  (and  most 
other  accidents;  fell  30%  faster  than 
motor  vehicle  accidents  —  between 
1980  and  1990.  a  33%  rate  drop  nation- 
ally for  guns  compared  to  a  21%  drop 
for  motor  vehicles  ''  Should  we  base 


publk-  polu-y  on  contrivances  .ind  r\- 
ceptlons* 

Illogical  Conclusions 

Koop  and  Lundberg  referenced  a 
Morbidity  and  Mortality  Weekly  Re- 
porf"  that  claimed  seven  reasons  lor 
the  fall  in  motor  vehicle  accidents  — 
better  cars,  better  roads  passive 
salety  devices,  children  s  car  seats,  ag- 
gressive drunk  driving  enforcement, 
lower  speed  limits,  and  motorcycle 
helmets  —  but  did  not  claim  licensing 
or  registration  of  cars  was  responsible 
for  the  fall  It  is  by  a  fervent  act  ol  laith. 
rather  than  one  of  science  or  logic,  that 
Koop  and  Lundberg  proposed  their 
scheme 


If  pacifists  wlio  deny 
we  have  a  right  to 
self-defense  wish  to 
eschew  the  safest  and 
most  effective  tools 
of  self-protection,  so 
be  It.  But  their 
harmful  philosophy 
must  not  be  imposed 
upon  an  entire 
society. 


The  selectivity  ol  the  analogy  Is  fur- 
ther apparent  when  we  recognize  that 
licensing  and  registration  of  automo- 
biles is  necessary  only  on  public  roads 
No  license  or  registration  Is  required 
to  own  and  operate  a  motor  vehicle 
ol  any  kind  on  private  property  The 
advocates  ol  the  automobile  model  ol 
gun  ownership  would  be  lorced  by 
their  own  logic  to  accept  use  of  any 
kind  ol  firearm  on  private  property 
without  license  or  registration.  Since 
any  state's  automobile  and  driver  li- 
cense is  valid  in  every  state,  further 
extension  ol  the  analogy  suggests  that 
the  licensing  of  guns  and  gun  owners 
would  allow  citizens  to  "own  and  oper- 
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ate  "  firearins  in  every  U  S  |urlsdi<  tloii 
A  naliiin.^l  concealed  firearms  III  ruse 
valid  throughout  this  natiim  would  he 
a  signilic.inl  enhancement  of  self-pro- 
lectlon  a  deterrent  lo  violent  crime.  " 
and  a  compromise  quite  enticing  to 
many  gun  owners 

Harmful  and  Unconstitutional 
Nostrums 

Crime  and  homicide  rates  are  high- 
est in  lurisdlclions.  such  as  Washing- 
ton. DC.  New  York  City.  Chicago,  and 
California  where  the  most  restrictive 
gun  licensing,  registration,  and  prohi- 
bition schemes  exist  Why  are  homi- 
cide rales  lowest  in  stales  with  loose 
gun  control  (North  Dakota  I  1  .Vlaine 
12.  South  Dakota  1  7,  Idaho  1  H  Iowa 
JO,  Montana  2,6)  and  highest  in  stales 
and  the  district  with  draconian  gun 
controls  and  bans  (District  ol  Colum- 
bia 80  6,  New  York  14  2,  California  12  7, 
Illinois  11  3, Maryland  1 1  T):"' "  (Graph 
12:  Representative  Slate  Homicide 
Rates). 

Precisely  where  victims  are  un- 
armed and  defenseless  is  where  preda- 
tors are  most  bold  Gun  prohibitionists 
argue  a  need  "  lor  national  controls, 
yet  similar  national  prohibitions  have 
not  stemmed  the  (low  ol  heroin,  co- 
caine, and  bales  o(  marijuana  across 
our  national  borders  What  mvstlcal  in- 
cantation will  cause  honiicidal  drug 
criminals  lo  respect  new  gun  laws 
when  they  daunt  current  gun  laws  and 
Ignore  the  most  basic  law  ol  human 
morality,  "thou  shall  not  murder  "" 
The  proponents  ol  adding  lo  the  20, 000 
gun  laws  on  the  books  have  yet  to  e.x- 
plain  how  "passing  a  law  "  will  disarm 
violent,  soclopathic  predators  who  al- 
ready Ignore  laws  against  murder  and 
drug  trallicking 

The  New  Prohibition  — 
Entorceabillty  and  Constitutionality 

The  deceptions  In  the  medical  liter.i- 
lure  are  not  restricted  to  scientllic  is- 
sues The  insurmountable  practical 
and  constitutional  impediments  lo  gun 
bans  are  either  offhandedly  or  decep- 
tively*"  discounted.  Neither  practical 
matters,  such  as  the  massive  expense 
and  civil  rights  violations  necessary  to 
enforce  gun  bans,"'  nor  historic  mat- 
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ters.  such  as  the  racist  and  oppres&fve 
roots  of  gun  control."'**  are  discussed 
by  medical  politicians  who  advocate 
gun  bans. 

Besides  unenforceability,  the  Right 
to  Keep  and  Bear  Arms  is  an  insur- 
mountable impediment  to  gun  bans. 
Gun  prohibitionists  mistakenly  predi- 
cate that  controls  appropriate  to  a 
privilege,  driving,  are  appropriate  to 
an  inherent,  irrevocable,  and  constitu- 
tionally protected  right.  While  certain 
state  and  federal  gun  conrrols  may  be 
constitutional,  gun  prohibitions  are 
clearly  unconstitutional.  Gun  and  am- 
munition controls  may  not  be  so  oner- 
ous as  to  regulate  the  right  into  mean- 
ingless, virtual  nonexistence 

Failure  to  recognize  that  the  Na- 
tional Guard  is  a  component  ol  the  L  S 
Armv  and  not  equivalent  to  the  Secona 
Amendment  s  militia  "■"  has  allowed 
prohibition  advocates  to  misconstrue 
the  protections  guaranteed  to  individ- 
ual citizens  by  the  Second  Amena- 
ment.  Considerable  legal  scholarship 
also  finds  protection  of  gun  civil  rights 
in  "unenumerated  rights  '  protected 
by  the  Ninth  Amendment."  the  natural 
right  to  self-protection."'  and  in  the 
"privileges,  immunities,  equal  protec- 
tion" and  "due  process"  guarantees  of 
the  Fourteenth  Amendment."""' 

Despite  plausible  misinterpretations 
by  physicians"-  and  Handgun  Control 
Inc."'  and  other  prohibitionist"  attor- 
neys about  the  function  and  definition 
of  "militia." 

"77ie  militia  of  the  United  Stales  con- 
sists of  all  able-bodied  males  at  least 
17  years  of  age  and  under  45  years 
of  age.  "^' 

Notwithstanding  prohibitionists 
convoluted  distortions  about  "the  peo- 
ple" and  constitutional  case  prece- 
dents, the  U.S.  Supreme  Court  has  ex- 
plicitly protected  an  individual  right  to 
keep  and  bear  arms."^''  especially  and 
explicitly  protecting  military-style  weap- 
ons, 'part  ol  the  ordinary  military 
equipment. '"  To  claim  that  "the  peo- 
ple" who  have  the  Right  to  Keep  and 
Bear  Arms  are  actually  the  States  and 
not  the  same  "the  people"  who  have 
First.  Fourth.  Ninth,  and  Tenth  Amend- 
ment protections  requires  some  rather 
unlikely  assumptions.  Did  the  authors 
of  the  Bill  of  Rights  use  the  term  "the 
people"  in  the  First  Amendment  to  re- 


fer to  individuals,  then.  28  words  later, 
use  the  term  the  people  m  the  sec- 
ond Amendment  to  refer  to  "the  gov- 
ernment. '  then.  44  words  later  use  the 
term  the  people  '  in  the  Fourth 
Amendment  and  four  and  five  articles 
later,  in  the  Ninth  and  Tenth  .Amend- 
ments, to  refer  to  the  individual^ 


Defense  with  a  gun 
results  in  fewer 
injuries  to  tlie 
defender  than 
resisting  with  less 
powerful  means  and  in 
fewer  injuries  than 
not  resisting  at  all. 


The  US.  Supreme  Court  has  rejected 
such  convoluted  logic  In  US.  v  Verd- 
ugo-Crquidez.'  a  Fourth  Amendment 
case  holding  that  the  warrant  require- 
ment IS  inapplicable  to  the  search  of  a 
home  in  a  foreign  country,  the  Su- 
preme Court  noted  that  "the  people' 
v*ho  have  the  right  to  free  speech,  to 
peaceably  assemble,  and  to  be  secure 
in  their  papers  and  effects  are  one  and 
the  same  as  the  people"  who  have 
the  right  to  keep  and  bear  arms. 

The  U.S.  Supreme  Court  has  yet  to 
use  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  to  in- 
corporate many  Bill  of  Rights  protec- 
tions against  the  states,  the  Second 
Amendment  protections  among 
them."""'  Using  a  "states'  rights  "  prohi- 
'  bitionist  argument  that  the  Bill  of 
Rights  fails  to  protect  the  right  to  keep 
and  bear  arms  from  infringement  by 
states."*  '  however,  uses  logic  that,  if 
similarly  applied,  would  fail  to  protect 
1  freedom  of  speech,  freedom  ol  reli- 
I  gion.  freedom  of  the  press,  freedom 
j  from  unreasonable  searches  and  sei- 
I  zures.  the  right  to  trial  by  a  jury  of 
peers,  and  other  rights  from  state  in- 
fringement. Prohibitionists  take  hypo- 
I  critical  refuge  in  a  "guns  only  "  theory 
I  of  collective  states'  rights.  The  sup- 
portive authorities  referenced  above 
are  quite  convincing  of  the  inherent 


and  irrevocable  right  to  self-protection 
against  criminals,  crazies,  and  tyrants 
The  right  to  keep  and  bear  arms  and 
ammunition  is  essential  to  that  self- 
protection  and  has  little,  if  anything, 
to  do  with  duck  hunting  or  other  sutv 
jective  "legitimate  sporting  uses  '  of 
guns. 

Conclusions 

Utopia  IS  not  one  of  the  available  so- 
lutions to  violence  in  our  society  Only 
incremental  improvements  are  attain- 
able through  repeal  ol  victim  disarma- 
ment laws  and  through  implementa- 
tion ol  effectual,  affordable  measures 
Objective  assessment  of  the  risks  and 
benefits  of  various  proposals  will  as- 
sist development  ol  rational  and  effec- 
tual public  policy.  Hysterical,  inerfec- 
tual.  unconstitutional,  and  merely 
symbolic  measures  only  squander 
time,  money,  and  energy  that  are  bet- 
ter devoted  to  effectual  solutions  and 
realistic  goals. 

The  author  hopes  that  sufficient 
data  and  analysis  have  been  provided 
so  that  the  reader  questions  common, 
but  erroneous,  assumptions  about 
guns  and  gun  bans  and  to  generate  de- 
served skepticism  ol  the  medical  litera- 
ture on  guns  and  violence. 

The  responsible  use  and  sale  stor- 
age of  any  kjnd  of  firearm  causes  no 
social  ill  and  leaves  no  victims.  In  fact, 
guns  offer  positive  social  benefit  in 
protecting  good  citizens  from  vicious 
predators.  The  overwhelming  prepon- 
derance ol  data  we  have  examined 
shows  that  between  25  to  75  lives  may 
be  saved  by  a  gun  for  every  life  lost  to 
a  gun.  Guns  also  prevent  injuries  to 
good  people,  prevent  medical  costs 
from  such  injuries,  and  protect  billions 
ol  dollars  of  property  every  year  In 
view  ol  the  overwhelming  benefits,  it 
IS  ludicrous  to  punilively  tax  gun  or 
ammunition  ownership.  Guns  save  far 
more  lives  than  they  cost. 

The  peer  review  process  has  failed 
in  the  medical  literature.  In  the  field  of 
guns,  crime,  and  violence,  the  medical 
literature  —  and  medical  politicians  — 
have  much  to  learn  conceptually  and 
methodologically  from  the  crimino- 
logic.  legal,  and  social  science  litera- 
ture. Gross  polilicization  of  research 
Will  only  increase  the  present  disre- 
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spect  in  which  medical  journ.il*:  .ind 
perrrovirw  arc  held  by  physitt;ins  *' 

T()  further  an  honest  pui>iir  di'h.ile. 
orKani/e<l  iTi«dicine  and  CIK'  research 
ers  stiould  adopt  scientifle  oh|<'<tivily 
and  inlrKrily  and  improve  the  peer  re- 
view proi  ess  Slnee  tt  has  detuoii- 
stratcd  it  l^  unable  to  pulice  itself, 
stringent  oversight  must  be  placed 
over  the  CtX"'s  grant  award  process 
Taxpayers  must  demand  meaiiinvtui 
oversight  ol  sclentilie  integnlv  and 
competence 

If  devotees  of  the  "true  faith"  o(  gun 
prohibition  and  pacifists  who  deny  wt< 
have  a  right  ro  self  drfensr  wish  lo  I's- 
chew  the  satest  and  most  effective 
tools  o(  sell-protection.  Ihey  .irv  wrl- 
< ome  lo  do  so  In  this  imperfect  wurld 
their  harmful  pliilos4>pt)v  must  not  hr 
imposed  upon  an  emire  sot  km v  In  rs 
sence.  society  should  adopt  a  '  Tro- 
Choke  ■  approach  to  sell-delense  and 
gun  ownership  ♦ 

Hr   Sutrr  i|h^  i«laea  in  lamilv  prACticr  and  .ivi.ihiHi 
mrdlrinr   Mr  it  atao  \ht  (  half  at  O^iriur^  lor 
Inienniv  in  Htitmrrh  ik  Puhlir  Pollrv    i.'OI   Norn* 
I'anvnn  Kil     Suile  140  S«n  Ham<Mi  i  A  '>4SH1    I'M 
fllO-t'77^1311   FAX.3ia/77  I2H3 
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